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SUNSHINE ACT MEETINGS 

63279 


RESPIRABLE FREE-FORM ASBESTOS 

Consumer Product Safety Commission establishes ban 
oh patching compounds and emberizing materials con¬ 
taining esbestos (Part III of this issue) (2 documents).... 63354 

AVERAGE FUEL ECONOMY STANDARDS 

DOT/NHTSA establishes standards for nonpassenger 
automobiles manufactured in model years 1980 and 
1981; hearing 1-16-78; comments by 1-30-78. 63184 

PORT AND WATERWAY SAFETY ZONES 

DOT/CG authorizes establishment; effective 1-16-77 
(Part IV of this issue). 63368 

POSTAL RATE AND FEE CHANGES 

PRC notice of modifications to proposed changes. 63240 

RECISSIONS AND DEFERRALS 

OMB issues cumulative report for December 1977 (Part 


V of this issue).;. 63372 

SOCIAL SERVICE EXPENDITURES 

HEW/OHDS lists additional allotments to states for FY 
1978 . 63221 


EDUCATION AND WORK GRANTS PROGRAM 

HEW/NIE amends research topics..63172 

GRANTEE FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT 

CSA issues final regulations on membership dues and 
related expenses paid to professional organizations; 
effective 12-15-77.. 63171 

MEETINGS— 

DOD/Secy: Defense Science Board Task Force on 


National/Tactical Interface. 1-5 thru 1-7-78.... 63199 
President's Commission on Military Compensation, 

1-5-78 .. 63199 

Wage Committee, 2-7, 2-14, 2-21 and 2-28-78.... 63200 
GSA: Regional Public Advisory Panel on Architectural 
and Engineering Services, 1-5, 1-6, 1-10, and 

i- 11 ” 78 .-.-. 63220 

STPO: Working Group on Basic Research in the De¬ 
partment of Defense, 1-5 and 1-6-78. 63240 

USDA/FS: Cascade Head Scenic-Research Advisory 
Council, 1-13-78... 63197 


CONTINUED INSIDE 
















































AGENCY PUBLICATION ON ASSIGNED DAYS OF THE WEEK 

The following agencies have agreed to publish all documents on two assigned days of the week (Monday/ 
Thursday or Tuesday/Friday). This is a voluntary program. (See OFR notice 41 FR 32914, August 6, 1976.) 


Monday 

Tuesday 

Wednesday 

Thursday 

Friday 

DOT/COAST GUARD 

USDA/ASCS 


DOT/COAST GUARD 

USDA/ASCS 

DOT/NHTSA 

USDA/APHIS 


DOT/NHTSA 

USDA/APHIS 

DOT/FAA 

USDA/FNS 


DOT/FAA 

USDA/FNS 

DOT/OHMO 

USDA/FSQS 


DOT/OHMO 

USDA/FSQS 

DOT/OPSO 

USDA/REA 


DOT/OPSO 

USDA/REA 


CSC 



CSC 


LABOR 



LABOR 


HEW/ADAMHA 



HEW/ADAMHA 


HEW/CDC 



HEW/CDC 


HEW/FDA 



HEW/FDA 


HEW/HRA 



HEW/HRA 


HEW/HSA 



HEW/HSA 


HEW/NIH 



HEW/NIH 


HEW/PHS 



HEW/PHS 


Documents normally scheduled for publication on a day that will be a Federal holiday will be published the 
next work day following the holiday. 

Comments on this program are still invited. Comments should be submitted to the Day-of-the*W >ek Program 
Coordinator, Office of the Federal Register, National Archives and Records Service, General Services Adminis¬ 
tration, Washington, D.C. 20408. • 


ATTENTION: For questions, corrections, or requests for information please see the list of telephone numbers 
appearing on opposite page. 




Published dally. Monday through Friday (no publication on Saturdays. Sundays, or on official Federal 
holidays), by the Office of the Federal Register, National Archives and Records Service. General Services 
Administration, Washington, D.C. 20408. under the Federal Register Act (49 Stat. 500, as amended; 44 U.S.C.. 
Ch. 15) and the regulations of the Administrative Committee of the Federal Register (1 CFR Ch. I). Distribution 
Is made only by the Superintendent of Documents, U.8. Government Printing Office, Washington, D.C. 20402. 


The Federal Register provides a uniform system for making available to the public regulations and legal notices Issued 
by Federal agencies. These Include Presidential proclamations and Executive orders and Federal agency documents having 
general applicability and legal effect, documents required to be published by Act of Congress and other Federal agency 
documents of public interest. Documents are on file tor public Inspection In the Office of the Federal Register the day before 
they are published, unless earlier ffllng is requested by the Issuing agency. 


The Federal Register will be furnished by mall to subscribers, free of postage, for $5.00 per month or $50 per year, payable 
In advance. The charge for Individual copies is 75 cents for each issue, or 75 cents for each group of pages as actually bound. 
Remit check or money order, made payable to the Superintendent of Documents, UJ3. Government Printing Office. Was hin gton. 
D.C. 20402. 


There are no restrictions on the republication of material appearing In the Federal Register. 
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INFORMATION AND ASSISTANCE 


Questions and requests for specific information may be directed to the following numbers. General inquiries 


may be made by dialing 202—523—5240. 
FEDERAL REGISTER, Daily Issue: 


Subscription orders (GPO). 202-783-3238 

Subscription problems (GPO).: 202-275-3050 


"Dial • a • Regulation" (recorded 202-523-5022 


summary of highlighted docu¬ 
ments appearing in next day’s 
issue). 

Scheduling of documents for 523-3187 

publication. 

Copies of documents appearing in 523-5240 

the Federal Register. 

Corrections.-. 523-5237 

Public Inspection Desk. 523-5215 

Finding Aids. 523-5227 

Public Briefings: "How To Use the 523-3517 

Federal Register.” 

Code of Federal Regulations (CFR).. 523-3419 

523-3517 

Finding Aids... 523-5227 


PRESIDENTIAL PAPERS: 

Executive Orders and Proclama- 523—5286 

tions. 

Weekly Compilation of Presidential 523-5284 

Documents. 

Public Papers of the Presidents.... 523-5285 

Index .-. 523—5285 

PUBLIC LAWS: 

Public Law dates and numbers. 523-5266 

523-5282 

Slip Laws.-. 523-5266 

523-5282 

U.S. Statutes at Large. 523-5266 

523-5282 

Index .~. 523-5266 

523-5282 

U.S. Government Manual.?.. 523-5287 

Automation . 523-5240 

Special Projects. 523-4534 


HIGHLIGHTS—Continued 


CHANGED MEETING— 

NRC: Advisory Committee on Reactor Safeguards 
Working Group on Anticipated Transients without 
SCRAM: 12-2-77.-. 63233 


SEPARATE PARTS OF THIS ISSUE 


Part II. HUD/FIA. 63340 

Part III. CPSC.-.. 63354 

Part IV, DOT/CG. 63368 

Part V, OM8. 63372 


reminders 


(The Items In this list were editorially compiled as an aid to Federal Register users. Inclusion or exclusion from this Hat has no legal 
significance. Since this list is Intended as a reminder, it does not Include effective dates that occur within 14 days of publication.)^ 


Rules Going Into Effect Today 


Note: There were no items eligible for 
inclusion In the list of Rules GoiNa Into 
Effect Today. 

HEW/FDA—Macrotide antibiotic drugs; 
erythromycin tablets and erythromycin 
stearate tablets; requirements for cer¬ 
tification^... 59068; 11-15-77 


PS—Discontinuance of post office regula¬ 
tions... 59079; 11-15-77 


List of Public Laws 


Note: No public bills which have become 
law were received by the Office of the Federal 
Register for inclusion in today’s List or 
Public Laws. 
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AGRICULTURAL MARKETING SERVICE 
Rules 

Oranges (navel) grown in Ariz. 


and Calif-63163 

Proposed Rules 

Celery grown in Fla-63178 

Milk marketing orders: 

Middle Atlantic-63178 


AGRICULTURE DEPARTMENT 

See also Agricultural Marketing 
Service; Forest Service. 

Rules 

Exports under Agricultural Trade 
Development and Assistance 
Act; financing trade with North 
Vietnam, prohibition removed— 63163 

ANTITRUST DIVISION, JUSTICE 
DEPARTMENT 

Notices 

Competitive impact statements 
and proposed consent judg¬ 
ments; U.S. versus listed com¬ 
panies: 

Inco Ltd. et al-.— 63233 

CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 
Notices 

Hearings, etc.: 

Colonial Airlines, Inc. (3 docu¬ 


ments) _ 63197 

COAST GUARD 
Rules 

Inland waters, boundary lines; 

correction -63174 

Inland waters navigation, require¬ 
ments: 

Demarcation lines; establish¬ 
ment; correction--63169 

Safety zones, establishment- 63368 

Small passenger vessels: 

Machinery installation: Integral 
diesel fuel tanks with fiber¬ 
glass reinforced plastic; pro¬ 
hibition . 63175 


COMMERCE DEPARTMENT 

See Domestic and International 
Business Administration. 

COMMUNITY SERVICES ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 

Financial managemei.t, grantee: 
Professional organizations; dues 
from grant funds..63171 

CONSUMER PRODUCT SAFETY 
COMMISSION 

Rules 

Asbestos, respirable free-form; 
artificial emberizing materials 
and consumer patching com¬ 
pounds: 

Ban. 63354 

Regulatory action under CPSA. 63354 

Proposed Rules 

Recordkeeping, product safety 
complaints; extension of time— 63183 


CUSTOMS SERVICE 
Proposed Rules 

Organization and functions; field 
organization; ports of entry, 
etc.: 

Port Huron, Mich., extension; 
withdrawn-63183 

DEFENSE DEPARTMENT 

Notices 

Meetings: 

Military Compensation, Presi¬ 


dent’s Commission-63199 

Science Board task forces..63199 

Wage Committee- 63200 


DOMESTIC AND INTERNATIONAL 
BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Export privileges, actions affect¬ 
ing: 

Allround Establishment Inc. et 


al. 63197 

Garner-Denver Co. Africa 

(Pty.) Ltd__ 63198 

Rolland Albert, et al-63198 


ECONOMIC REGULATORY 
ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Hearings,etc.: 

Western LNG Terminal Co. et 
al__— 63200 

ENERGY DEPARTMENT 

See Economic Regulatory Admin¬ 
istration; Federal Energy Reg¬ 
ulatory Commission. 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

Proposed Rules 

Air quality implementation plans; 
preparation, adoption, sub¬ 
mittal, approval and promul¬ 
gation: 

• Prevention of significant air 
quality deterioration (PSp>; 
correction _63184 

FARM CREDIT ADMINISTRATION 


Proposed Rules , 

Farm Credit System; loan policies 
and operations and funding op¬ 
erations -63179 

FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 

Airworthiness directives: 

Enstrom_63164 

Hartzell —. 63165 

McDonnell Douglas-63164 

Control zones-63168 

Transition areas (2 documents)-. 63168 

VOR Federal airways.63167 

Proposed Rules 
Airworthiness directives: 

Dowty Rotol_ 63180 

Societe Nationale Industrielle 

Aerospatiale _63180 

Restricted areas-63181 

Transition areas- 63181 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

Rules 

Television broadcast stations; 
table of assignments: 

South Dakota-63175 

Proposed Rules 

Frequency allocations and radio 
treaty matters: 

Equipment authorization pro¬ 
gram; description of measure¬ 
ment facilities; extension of 
time -63184 

Notices 

Hearings, etc.: 

Bighorn Airways, Inc., et al- 63219 

FEDERAL DEPOSIT INSURANCE 
CORPORATION 

Notices 

Committees; establishment, re¬ 
newals. terminations, etc: 

State and Federal Regulation of 
Banks Advisory Committee.— 63219 

FEDERAL ENERGY REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 


Notices 

Hearings, etc.: 

Alabama Power Co. et al. (2 

documents) - 63201 

American Electric Power Corp. 63202 
Cities Service Gas Co. (2 docu¬ 
ments) _ 63202, 63203 

Colorado Interstate Gas Co- 63204 

Connecticut Light & Power Co.. 63209 
Florida Gas Transmission Co.. 63210 

Florida Power & Light Co- 63210 

Gas Gathering Corp.. 63210 

Hartford Electric Light Co. 63211 

Interstate Power Co- 63211 

Kansas Gas & Electric Co- 63205 

Keisling Farms, Inc- 63206 

Marathon Oil Co. (2 docu¬ 
ments) - 63207 

Mesa Petroleum Co- 63207 

Mississippi River Transmission 

Corp_-_ 63212 

Montana-Dakota Utilities Co— 63213 

Mullins & Prichard. 63208 

Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of 
America (2 documents) — 63208, 63209 
New England Power Co. (2 doc¬ 
uments) _ 63213 

Niagara Mohawk Power Corp.. 63213 

Production Operators, Inc- 63216 

Tennessee Gas Pipeline Co- 63214 

Texas Gas Transmission Corp.. 63214 

Texas Oil & Gas Corp. et al- 63217 

Wyoming Interstate Natural 
Gas System- 63215 


FEDERAL INSURANCE ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 

Flood Insurance Program. Na¬ 
tional: 

Special hazard areas, map cor¬ 
rections (5 documents)- 63340,63341 
Proposed Rules 

Flood Insurance Program, Na¬ 
tional : 

Flood elevation determinations, 
etc. (18 documents)- 63342-63351 
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FEDERAL RAILROAD ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Guarantee of obligations; receipt 
of application_ 63245 

FISCAL SERVICE 
Notices 

Surety companies acceptable on 
Federal bonds: 

Cotton Belt Insurance Co., Inc. 63246 
FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE 

Fishing: 

Rules 

Fishing: 

Bear River Migratory Bird Ref¬ 


uge, Utah_63177 

DeSoto National Wildlife Ref¬ 
uge, Iowa and Nebr_63177 


FOREST SERVICE 

Notices 

Meetings: 

Cascade Head Scenic-Research 
Area Advisory Council_63197 

GENERAL ACCOUNTING OFFICE 
Notices 

Regulatory reports review; pro¬ 
posals, approvals, etc. (CPSC). 63219 

GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Meetings: 

Architectural and Engineering 
Services Regional Public Ad¬ 
visory Panel (2 documents)— 63220 
Property management regula¬ 
tions, temporary: 

Authority delegation to En¬ 
vironmental Protection 

Agency Administrator_ 63220 

HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 
DEPARTMENT 

See also Human Development 
Services Office; National Insti¬ 
tute of Education. 

Notices 

Organization, functions, and au¬ 
thority delegations: 

Principal Regional Official Re¬ 
gions 1-X Office_ 63221 

HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT 
DEPARTMENT 

See Federal Insurance Adminis¬ 
tration. 

HUMAN DEVELOPMENT SERVICES 
OFFICE 

Notices 

Social services; Federal allot¬ 
ments to States; 1978 FY. 63221 

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT 

See Fish and Wildlife Service; 

Land Management Bureau. 

INTERNATIONAL TRADE COMMISSION 


Notices 

Import investigations: 

Golf balls, certain molded_ 63230 

Saccharin from Japan and 
Korea __ 63230 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION 
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various companies: 

Norfolk & Western Railway Co. 


et al..— 63176 

Notices 

Hearing assignments_ 63275 

Motor carriers: 

Transfer proceedings_ 63276 


Petitions, applications, finance 
matters < including temporary 
authorities), railroad aban¬ 
donments, alternate route de¬ 
viations, and intrastate applica¬ 


tions _ 63246 

Petitions filing: 

Cutter Laboratories, Inc_ 63276 


JUSTICE DEPARTMENT 

See also Antitrust Division, Justice 
Department. 

Rules 

Organization, functions, and au¬ 
thority delegations: 

Prisons Bureau, Director, et al.; 
prisoner exchanges with for¬ 


eign countries, custody_63169 

LAND MANAGEMENT BUREAU 

Rules 

Public land orders: 

Alaska _ 63170 
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Port Lions Native Corp_ 63224 

Applications, etc.: 

Colorado; correction_ 63230 

New Mexico (2 documents)_ 63230 
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closures: 

California_ 63229 
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Notices 

Budget rescissions and deferrals-. 63372 

MATERIALS TRANSPORTATION BUREAU 
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Applications; exemptions, renew¬ 
als, etc. (2 documents).— 63243, 63244 

NATIONAL HIGHWAY TRAFFIC 
SAFETY ADMINISTRATION 

Proposed Rules 

Fuel economy standards and vehi¬ 
cle classification: 

Nonpassenger automobiles; 

1980-81 model years_63184 

NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF EDUCATION 
Rules 

Grant programs: 

Education and work research63172 

NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS BOARD 
Notices 

Chairman’s Task Force: 

Supplemental Report and Rec¬ 
ommendations 1977; avail¬ 
ability, etc_ 63233 


NATIONAL TRANSPORTATION SAFETY 
BOARD 

Notices 

Safety recommendations and ac¬ 
cident reports; availability, re¬ 
sponses, etc_ 63237 

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 
Notices 

Meetings: 

Reactor Safeguards Advisory 


Committee_ 63233 

Regulatory guide_ 63234 

Safety analysis reports, safety 
evaluation reports; availabil¬ 
ity, etc.: 

Tennessee Valley Authority_ 63236 
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Consolidated Edison Co. of New 

York, Inc.. 63234 

Duke Power Co_ 63234 
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University of Florida_ 63236 

Virginia Electric & Power Co... 63236 

POSTAL RATE COMMISSION 
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Rates and fees, 1977 changes; 
priority mail_ 63240 

POSTAL SERVICE 
Rules 
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Emergencies reportable to 
Postal Inspection Service, in¬ 
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SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY POLICY 
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Meetings: 

Basic Research Working Group 
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FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 42, NO. 241—THURSDAY, DECEMBER 15, 1977 


V 









































list of cfr ports affected In this issue 


The following numerical guide is a list of the parts of each title of the Code of Federal Regulations affected by documents published in today's 
issue. A cumulative list of parts affected, covering the current month to date, follows beginning with the second issue of the month. 

A Cumulative List of CFR Sections Affected is published separately at the end of each month. The guide lists the parts and sections affected 
by documents published since the revision date of each title. 


7 CFR 


17.—.— 63163 

907. 63163 

Proposed Rules: 

967. 63178 

1004. 63178 

12 CFR 

Proposed Rules: 

614 . 63179 

615 .63179 

14 CFR 

39 (3 documents).... 63164, 63165 

71 (4 documents)_ 63167, 63168 

Proposed Rules: 

39 (2 documents)_ 63180 

71. 63181 

73..—- 63181 

16 CFR 

1145..._.. 63354 

1304_ 63362 

1305..—.... 63364 

Proposed Rules: 

1120- 63183 

1145- 63183 


19 CFR 

Proposed Rules: 

101-.63183 

24 CFR 

1920 (5 documents)_ 63340, 63341 

Proposed Rules: 

1917 (18 documents) — 63342-63351 

28 CFR 

0..- 63169 

33 CFR 

82. 63169 

165.-.. 63368 

39 CFR 

232-.-..63170 

259----..63170 

265- 63170 

40 CFR 

Proposed Rules: 

51.---63184 

52-. 63184 


43 CFR 

Public Land Orders: 

5187 (Amended by PLO 5627). 63170 


5627. 63170 

45 CFR 

1068__- 63171 

1470. 63172 

46 CFR 

7_ 63174 

182_ 63175 

47 CFR 

73___-.63175 

Proposed Rules: 

2_ 63184 

49 CFR 

1033__•_..63176 

Proposed Rules: 

523. 63184 

533—..- 63184 

50 CFR 

33 (2 documents)_-_63177 
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CUMULATIVE LIST OF PARTS AFFECTED DURING DECEMBER 


The following numerical guide is a list of parts of each title of the Code of 
Federal Regulations affected by documents published to date during December. 


l CFR 


9 CFR—Continued 


14 CFR—Continued 


Ch. I... 

3 CFR 

Proclamations: 
4542. 


61029 331._..... 62143 

381..... 62143 

Proposed Rules: 

317-—..... 61279 

62467 381.... 61279 


Executive Orders: 


11491 (Amended by EO 12027)_61851 

11541 (Amended by EO 12027)_61851 

11636 (Amended by EO 12027).... 61851 

11769 (Revoked by EO 12024)_61445 

12021.. 61237 

12022.....61441 

12023_ 61443 

12024.. 61445 

12025_1_61447 

12026.....61849 

12027 .... 61851 

12028 ... 62895 

Reorganization Plans : 

No. 1 of 1977 (See EO 12028)_ 62895 

No. 2 of 1977_ 62461 

5 CFR 

213.... 61239, 

61240,62587, 62139, 62140, 62469 

332.. 61240 

831. 61240 


7 CFR 

2 ... 

16.. 

17.. 

25- 
25 A. 

26_. 

105. 

271. 

725. 

728. 

729. 

730. 

751. 

777. 

905. 

907. 

910. 

987. 

1133 
1464 
1822 
1901 

Proposed Rules: 


26. 61473 

622. 61599 


.— 61029 

. 62491 

. 63163 

— . 62387 

. 62387 

-61987 

. 61030 

— .61240 

— .61587 

- 62470 

. 61588 

— . 62470 

.. 62470 

— . 62470 

61590,61853, 62470 
61030.61991, 63163 

. 61242,62140 

.- 61591 

. 61449 

61591,61592, 62393 

. 61243 

..62141 


10 CFR 


9. 62125, 62471 

40_ 61853 

205. 61271 

211 . 61853, 62897 

212 . 62125, 62897 

450.. 61991 

1000.... 61856 

Proposed Rules: 

211.. 62493 

214. 62493 

12 CFR 

202. 62903 

217_ 61247 

226_ 61248 

335_ 61249 

511. 61250 

545. 61450 

701. 61977 

Proposed Rules: 

Ch. I_ 62145 

7.. 61058 

226_ 62146 

614 . ... 63179 

615 . 63179 

13 CFR 

118..61857 

122 _ 61857 

123 _ 61031 

315.. 62904 

Proposed Rules: 

107. 61284, 61869 

111... 62012 

14 CFR 

39. 61034-61036, 

61993. 61995-61997, 62357, 63164, 
63165 

71.—.. 61036-61038. 

61998, 61999, 62358, 62359, 63167, 
63168 

73.. 61038, 62360 

75.. .. 61039, 62000, 62359, 62360 

97_ 61039 

207. 61251 

298.. .. 62904 

385. 61858 


Proposed Rules: 


Ch. IX. 

928.. .. 

959.. .. 

967.. .. 

1001 .. . 

1004.. . 

1701.. . 

8 CFR 

212 .. 

9 CFR 

73.. 

113.... 


. 61599 

61867, 62012 
61474, 61867 

. 63178 

. 62444 

. 63178 

. 61279 


61449 


. 61245, 61246 
. 61246 


21.. 61048, 62400 

36—_ 62400 

39. 61048, 62014, 62398, 63180 

71.. 61049, 62015-62017, 62399, 63181 

73_ 61049, 63181 

75.. 62017 

91.. 62400 

137. 62400 

221_61870 

298.. 62930 

369_61408 

371 . 61420 

372 . 61420 

372a..61420 

373 ..,.61420 


Proposed Rules— Continued 

378—. 61420 

378a__...61420 


15 CFR 

13.. 

303. 

370... 

372 _ 

373 _ 

374... 

375 __ 

376 . 

377.... 

399.. 

16 CFR 

1. 

3 .. 

4 . 

13.. 

1145—.. 

1201_ 

1304 __ 

1305 . 

1500_ 

1700. 

Proposed Rules: 

416_ 

438_ 

441.... 

1120_ 

1145_ 

1402.. 

17 CFR 

32.... 

200_ 


Proposed Rules: 
1 _ 

17 __ 

18 _ 

240.. 

13 CFR 

Proposed Rules: 

2 .__ 

154... 

19 CFR 

101 .__ 

141___ 

Proposed Rules: 
200 .. 


62907 

62907 

62911 

62911 

62911 

62911 

62911 

62361 

61253 

62911 


. 61858 

. 61450 

62912 

61450,61858. 62912 

. 63354 

_ 61859 

. 63362 

. 63364 

..61593 

. 62363 


62146 

62496 

61871 

63183 

63183 

61612 


61831 

62127 

62128 

62147 

62147 

62147 

63066 


62018, 62496 
62018,62496 


61860, 63183 
. 62364 

. 61871 


20 CFR 

501... 

602.. 

603—.. 

620.. 

651.. 

653.. 

658.. 

Proposed Rules: 

601.. 

615_ 

619... 

640... 


62471 

62133 

62133 

62133 

62134 
62134 
62134 

61818 

61834 

61842 

62159 
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21 CFR 


24 CFR—Continued 


33 CFR—Continued 


73,...-. 61254. 62129 

74—...— 62129.62472 

81 __ 61254, 62129. 62472-62478 

82 . 62472.62475 

1331. 62130 

175 _ 61254 

176 62130 

177 61254,61594 

178 _I. 61254 

193..-.—_62131 

436-. _—_ ——_——___ 61255 

520 61255.61594 

522_ 61256 

540_61256 

546_ 61256 

556..—__61256 

558_61256 

570—._ 62130 

660_ 61257 

701. 61257 

1005...^.— 62130 
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rules and regulations 


•This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER contains regulatory documents having general applicability and legal effect most of which are 
keyed to and codified in the Code of Federal Regulations, which is published under 50 titles pursuant to 44 U.S.C. 1510. 

The Code of Federal Regulations is sold by the Superintendent of Documents. Prices of new books are listed in the first FEDERAL 
REGISTER issue of each month. 


[3410-21 ] 

Title 7—Agriculture 

SUBTITLE A—OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 
OF AGRICULTURE, DEPARTMENT OF 
AGRICULTURE 

PART 17—SALES OF AGRICULTURAL 
COMMODITIES MADE AVAILABLE UN¬ 
DER TITLE I OF THE AGRICULTURAL 
TRADE DEVELOPMENT AND ASSIST¬ 
ANCE ACT OF 1954, AS AMENDED 

Subpart A—Regulations Governing the Fi¬ 
nancing of Commercial Sales of Agricul¬ 
tural Commodities 

Trade with North Vietnam 

AGENCY: Office of the General Sales 
Manager, USDA. 

ACTION: Pinal rule. 

SUMMARY: The Title I. Pub. L. 480, 
financing regulations are amended to re¬ 
voke the prohibition against the Com¬ 
modity Credit Corporation’s financing 
the sale of agricultural commodities for 
exporters engaged in trade with North 
Vietnam. The statutory restriction on 
such financing has been repealed. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: December 15, 1977. 
See supplementary information. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

George J. Pope, Office of the General 
Sales Manager, U.S. Department of 
Agriculture, Room 4085. South Build¬ 
ing, Washington, D.C. 20250, Tele¬ 
phone: 202-447-5693. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Section 102 of Pub. L. 480, as amended by 
Pub. L. 90-436, 82 Stat. 451, July 29,1968, 
prohibited the financing by the Com¬ 
modity Credit Corporation (CCC) of the 
sale of agricultural commodities for any 
exporter which is engaging in or within 
six months preceding the application for 
financing had engaged in any sales, trade 
or commerce with North Vietnam or any 
resident thereof. The prohibition applied 
if the exporter owned or controlled, or 
was owned or controlled by an entity en¬ 
gaged in such trade, and required a de¬ 
tailed statement of corporate affiliations. 

The “International Development and 
Food Assistance Act of 1977“ (Pub. L. 95- 
88. August 3, 1977, 91 Stat. 533) amended 
Section 102 of Pub. L. 480 to repeal this 
provision, effective October 1. 1977. 
Therefore, the restriction in Section 17.6 
UHl) (34 FR 8963), which implements 
this statutory provision, is revoked. 

Effective Date 

This rule is effective December 15, 
1977. Since this rule merely revokes the 
financing prohibition, it has been deter¬ 


mined that compliance with the notice 
and public participation requirements of 
5 U.S.C. 553(b) is unnecessary. 

Since the rule relieves a restriction, it 
falls within the exceptions provided in 
5 U.S.C. 553(d), which ordinarily re- 
. quires publication of a rule at least 30 
days prior to its effective date. 

Accordingly, 7 CFR Part 17 Subpart A, 
§ 17.6 paragraph (j) is amended by re¬ 
voking subparagraph (1). 

Dated: December 9, 1977. 

Kelly Harrison, 
General Sales Manager , Office 
of the General Sales Manager , 
USDA . 

3—Trade with North Vietnam. 

§ 17.6 Contracts between suppliers and 
importers. 

• • • • • 

<j)(l) (Reserved). 

(Sec. 10l-U£, Pub. L. 83-480, as amended (7 
U.S.C. 1701 et seq.); E.O. 10900, 26 FR 143, 
as amended.) 

{FR Doc.77-35749 Filed 12-14-77;8:45 am] 


[3410-02] 

CHAPTER IX—AGRICULTURAL MARKET- 
ING SERVICE (MARKETING AGREE¬ 
MENTS AND ORDERS; FRUITS, VEGE¬ 
TABLES. NUTS), DEPARTMENT OF 
AGRICULTURE 

[Navel Orange Reg. 420; Navel Orange 
Reg. 418, Arndt. 1] 

PART 907—NAVEL ORANGES GROWN IN 
ARIZONA AND DESIGNATED PART OF 
CALIFORNIA 

Limitation of Handling 

AGENCY: Agricultural Marketing Serv¬ 
ice, USDA. 

ACTION: Final rule. 

SUMMARY: This action establishes the 
quantity of fresh California-Arizona 
navel oranges that may be shipped to 
market during the period December 16- 
22, 1977, and increases the quantity of 
such oranges that may be so shipped 
during the period December 9-15, 1977. 
Such action Is needed to provide for or¬ 
derly marketing of fresh navel oranges 
for the periods specified due to the mar¬ 
keting situation confronting the orange 
industry. 

DATES: The regulation becomes effec¬ 
tive December 16, 1977, and the amend¬ 
ment is effective for the period Decem¬ 
ber 9-15, 1977. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Charles R. Brader, 202-447-3545. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Findings . Pursuant to the marketing 
agreement, as amended, and Order No. 
907. as amended (7 CFR Part 907), reg¬ 
ulating the handling of navel oranges 
grown in Arizona and designated part of 
California, effective under the Agricul¬ 
tural Marketing Agreement Act of 1937, 
as amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674), and 
upon the basis of the recommendations 
and information submitted by the Navel 
Orange Administrative Committee, es¬ 
tablished under this marketing order, 
and upon other information, it is found 
that the limitation of handling of navel 
oranges, as hereafter provided, will tend 
to effectuate the declared policy of the 
act. 

The committee met on December 9,12, 
and 13,1977 to consider supply and mar¬ 
ket conditions and other factors affect¬ 
ing the need for regulation, and recom¬ 
mended quantities of navel oranges 
deemed advisable to be handled during 
the specified weeks. The committee re¬ 
ports the demand for navel oranges is 
good on most grades and sizes at this 
time. 

It is further found that it is impracti¬ 
cable and contrary to the public interest 
to give preliminary notice, engage in 
public rulemaking, and postpone the ef¬ 
fective date until 30 days after publica¬ 
tion in the Federal Register (5 U.S.C. 
553), because of insufficient time between 
the date when information became 
available upon which this regulation and 
amendment are based and the effective 
date necessary to effectuate the declared 
policy of the act. Interested persons were 
given an opportunity to submit informa¬ 
tion and views on the regulation at an 
open meeting, and the amendment re¬ 
lieves restrictions on the handling of 
navel oranges. It is necessary to effectu¬ 
ate the declared purposes of the act to 
make these regulatory provisions effec¬ 
tive as soecifled. and handlers have been 
anprised of such provisions and the ef¬ 
fective time. 

§ 907.720 Navel Orange Regulation 420. 

Order, (a) The quantities of navel or¬ 
anges grown in Arizona and California 
which may be handled during the period 
December 16. 1977 through December 22, 
1977, are established as follows: 

(1) District 1: 720,000 cartons; 

(2) District 2: unlimited movement; 

(3) District 3: 80,000 cartons. 

(b) As used in this section, “handled”, 
“District 1".. “District 2“ “District 3”. 
and “carton” mean the same as defined 
in the marketing order. 

2. The provisions of paragraph (a) (1) 
(2) and (3) in § 907.718 Navel Orange 
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Regulation 418 (42 PR 61991). are hereby 
amended to read; 

(1) District 1: 1.274,000 cartons; 

(2) District 2: unlimited movement; 

(3) . District 3: 126,000 cartons. 


(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31. as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674.) 


Dated: December 14,1977. 


Floyd F. Hedlund, 
Director, Fruit and Vegetable 
Division , Agricultural MarkeU 
ing Service. 

(FR Doc.77-36093 Filed 12-14-77; 12:51 pmj 


[4910-13] 

Title 14—Aeronautics and Space 

CHAPTER I—FEDERAL AVIATION ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION, DEPARTMENT OF TRANS¬ 
PORTATION 

(Docket No. 77-WE-15-AD; Arndt. 39-3094( 

p ART 39—AIRWORTHINESS DIRECTIVES 

McDonnell Douglas Model DC—10-10, 

—10F, -30, -30F, and -40 Airplanes 

AGENCY: Federal Aviation Administra¬ 
tion (FAA), DOT. 

ACTION: Rescission of rule. 

SUMMARY: After issuing Amendment 
39-2911 (42 FR 27571), AD 77-11-01, 
which prohibits inflight APU operation, 
the FAA issued Amendment 39-3016 (42 
FR 42190). AD-77-17-06, which requires 
an initial and recurring inspection of 
the AiResearch Model TSCP700-4B and 
-5 APU compressor discs. Issuance of AD 
77-17-06 obviates the need for con¬ 
tinuing AD 77-11-10 in effect. 

DATES: Effective date December 20, 
1977. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Kyle L. Olsen, Executive Secretary. 
Airworthiness Directives Review 
Board. Federal Aviation Administra¬ 
tion, Western Region. P.O. Box 920007, 
Worldway Postal Center, Los Angeles, 
Calif. 90009, telephone: 213-536-6351. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION I 
Uncontained separation of the compres¬ 
sor first stage disc of the AiResearch 
Model TSCP700 series APU’s have oc¬ 
curred in service. In at least one case, 
failure of this part in an APU installed 
in an Aerospatiale Model A-300B air¬ 
craft resulted in the compressor assembly 
becoming unstacked and the second 
stage compressor disc was ejected 
through the APU compartment and tra- 
jected from the aircraft during ground 
operation. Primary cause of the failure 
of the first stage disc is development of 
low cycle fatigue cracks in the blade dove 
tail slots. Propagation of these cracks 
can result in tensile overload separation 
of a segment of two to five blades span 
of the disc rim. Since this failure could 
pose a hazard to the aircraft. Amend¬ 
ment 39-2911 (42 FR 27571), AD 77-11- 
01, was issued to prohibit inflight opera¬ 
tion of the APU. Subsequently, the APU 
manufacturer developed an inspection 
procedure to detect cracks in the affected 
compressor discs and the FAA issued 
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Amendment 39-3016 (42 FR 42190). AD 
77-17-06 to require accomplishment oi 
this inspection procedure. Therefore, the 
need for AD 77-11-01 is obviated. Ac¬ 
cordingly. the Airplane Flight Manual 
limitation revision and placard required 
by AD 77-11-01 may be removed. 

Since this amendment relieves a re¬ 
striction, and imposes no additional bur¬ 
den on any person, notice and public pro¬ 
cedure hereon are unnecessary and the 
amendment may be made effective in less 
than 30 days. 

Drafting Information 

The principal authors of this document 
are John A. Kenworthy. Aircraft Engi¬ 
neering Division, and Richard G. Wittry, 
Office of the Regional Counsel. 

Adoption of the Amendment 

Accordingly, and pursuant to the au¬ 
thority delegated to me by the Adminis¬ 
trator <14 CFR 11.89), Section 39.13 of 
Part 39 of the Federal Aviation Regula¬ 
tions. Amendment 39-2911 (42 FR 

27571). AD 77-11-01. is rescinded. 

This amendment becomes effective 
December 20, 1977. 

(Secs. 313(a), 601. and 603, Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958, as amended (49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 
1421); Sec. 6(c). Department of Transporta¬ 
tion Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)); and 14 CFR 
11.89.) 

Note.— The Federal Aviation Administra¬ 
tion has determined that this document does 
not contain a major proposal requiring 
preparation of an Economic Impact State¬ 
ment under Executive Order 11821. as 
amended by Executive Order 11949 and OMB 
Circular A-107. 

Issued in Los Angeles, California on 
December 5.1977. 

Robert H. Stanton, 

. Director , FAA Western Region. 

|FR Doc.77-35642 Filed 12-14-77;8:45 am| 


[4910-13] 

[Docket No. 77-OL-23 Arndt. 39-30961 

Enstrom Helicopter Corporation F28C and 
280C Helicopters 

AGENCY: Federal Aviation Administra¬ 
tion (FAA), DOT. 

ACTION: Final rule. 

SUMMARY: This amendment compris¬ 
ing a new airworthiness directive (AD) 
was adopted effective immediately on 
November 7, 1977. and concurrently 
copies were airmailed to all known op¬ 
erators of Enstrom Model F28C and 280C 
helicopters. The AD requires the per¬ 
formance of certain maintenance checks, 
and imposes operational limitations and 
procedures which are needed to prevent 
engine stoppage. This AD supersedes the 
AD issued by airmail letter dated Sep¬ 
tember 30, 1977, as amended by airmail 
letter dated October 25. 1977. The AD 
was prompted by reports of engine 
stoppage during the performance of 
autorotations. 

DATES: Effective December 21, 1977, 
and was effective for all recipients of the 
airmail letter dated November 7, 1977, 
upon receipt thereof. 


Compliance schedule—As prescribed in 
the body of the AD. 

ADDRESSES: To obtain copies of the 
service information referenced herein, 
contact: 

The Enstrom Helicopter Corp., Menominee 
County Airport, P.O. Box 277, Menominee. 
Mich. 49858. 

Copies of the service information in¬ 
corporated in this AD are contained in 
the Rules Docket, Office of the Regional 
Counsel, 2300 East Devon Avenue, Des 
Plaines, Ill. 60018; and at FAA Head¬ 
quarters, room 916, 800 Independence 
Avenue SW.. Washington, D.C. 20591. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Mark E. Mixell, Engineering and Man¬ 
ufacturing Branch, Flight Standards 
Division. AGL-214, Federal Aviation 
Administration, 2300 East Devon Ave¬ 
nue. Des Plaines, Ill. 60018, telephone: 
312-694-4500, extension 308, 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION 
The FAA determined that the Lycoming 
H 10 - 3 60-El AD engine, turbocharged in 
accordance with STC SE100GL. installed 
in Enstrom Model F28C and 280C heli¬ 
copters may experience malfunctions 
that cause the engine to quit. On Sep¬ 
tember 30, 1977, an airworthiness di¬ 
rective was issued by airmail letter to 
operators of Enstrom Model F28C and 
280C helicopters certificated in all cate¬ 
gories and made effective immediately 
upon receipt. That AD required placard¬ 
ing of the helicopter to prohibit prac¬ 
tice autorotations (except hovering in 
ground effect) and required the pilot to 
maintain 15" Hg manifold pressure 
minimum, i.e.. to prohibit those opera¬ 
tions known to cause the engine to quit. 
On October 25. 1977. the Sept. 30, 1977. 
airmail letter AD was amended to per¬ 
mit autorotations for maintenance 
purposes. Subsequent to the above, fur¬ 
ther testing by the FAA and Enstrom 
disclosed the sources of the problem and 
suitable corrective action was identified. 
Accordingly, on November 7, 1977, an 
airworthiness directive was adopted 
superseding the September 30, 1977, air¬ 
mail letter AD as amended by the Octo¬ 
ber 25, 1977, airmail letter, and made 
effective immediately uoon receipt as to 
operators of Enstrom Model F28C and 
280C helicopters. The November 7, 1977. 
AD required that maintenance be per¬ 
formed in accordance with Enstrom 
Service Information Letter No. 0069 and 
adopted certain new procedures and 
limitations to prevent malfunctions that 
could cause the engine to quit. 

Since immediate corrective action was 
required, notice and public procedure 
thereon was impracticable and contrary 
to the public interest, and good cause 
existed for making the airworthiness di¬ 
rective effective immediately to all 
known United States operators of En¬ 
strom Model F28C and 280C helicopters 
by individual airmail letter dated Novem¬ 
ber 7, 1977. These conditions still exist 
and the airworthiness directive is hereby 
published in the Federal Register as an 
amendment to § 39.13 of Part 39 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulation to make it 
effective as to all persons. 
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In accordance with Departmental Reg¬ 
ulatory Reform, dated March 23, 1976, 
we have determined that the expected 
impact of this final rule is so minimal 
that it does not warrant an evaluation. 

The principal authors of this document 
are M. Mixell, Flight Standards Division, 
Great Lakes Region, and J. Brennan, Of¬ 
fice of the Regional Counsel, Great Lakes 
Region. 

Adoption of the Amendment 

Accordingly, and pursuant to the au¬ 
thority delegated to me by the Admin¬ 
istrator, § 39.13 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations (14 CFR 39.13) is amended 
by adding the following new airworthi¬ 
ness directive: 

Enstrom. Applies to F28C and 280C helicop¬ 
ters certificated in all categories. Compli¬ 
ance required as Indicated. 

(a) Prior to further flight, perform En- 
strom Service Information Letter No. 0069 
as required to provide a smooth running idle 
characteristic. Adjust the idle mixture in ac¬ 
cordance with Enstrom Service Information 
Letter No. 0069 steps 4C thru 4G. With the 
idle mixture properly adjusted perform the 
following check: Turn the boost on and off. 
Any noticeable change in RPM Is an indica¬ 
tion of internal injector leakage. If this con¬ 
dition Is observed remove the injector and 
return the injector to an authorized Bendlx 
repair station. Replace with an airworthy in¬ 
jector and repeat the above check. 

(b) Prior to further flight, incorporate the 
attached supplemental Information in the 
appropriate RPM. Affix the placard as Indi¬ 
cated and operate In accordance therewith. 

(c) Within the next three calendar months 
or 100 hours time in service, whichever oc¬ 
curs first, install Enstrom Kit 26-121015. 

The following limitations and procedures are 
effective Immediately for all Enstrom Model 
F28C and 280C helicopters. Applicable rotor- 
craft flight manual pages are attached. 

Note. —Compliance with the revised pro¬ 
cedures outlined herein does not require a 
logbook entry. Flight manuals affected: 

P-28C (December 8, 1975; revised December 

21, 1976). 

280C (December 8. 1975; revised December 21, 

1976). 

280C (September 23. 1977, Report No. 28-AC- 

016). 

Plight Manual Insertion 

Limitations: (To be added to all three 

PM's). 

Fuel Mixture Setting: (Page FM-2-4) In 
addition to present RPM procedures add: 
Mixture must be leaned to at least 130 PPH 
at 36.5 in. MAP for all flight conditions ex¬ 
cept hover. If richer mixture required to 
maintain E.G.T. levels below 1650 degrees P 
practice autorotations are prohibited. 

Placards: (Page FM-2-7) Add placard in 
view of pilot. ' Lean to 130 PPH at 36.5 in. 
MAP in flight—see revised RPM". 

Normal Procedures: F-28C normal engine 
starting procedure (Page FM-3-1). Add step 
22 below. 280C engine starting procedures, 
hot condition (Page FM-3-2). Add step 14 
below. 280C hot engine restarting procedure 
l Page FM-3-3, Report No. 28- AC-016). Add 
step 15 below. 

Note engine idle RPM (with boost off) and 
turn fuel boost on. Any difference In RPM 
noted Indicates leaky idle mixture plates (re¬ 
fer to Enstrom Service Left ter No. 0069). 
Slowly lean engine with mixture control 
short of cutoff position. An increase of 50 
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RPM indicates idle mixture improperly set 
(refer to Enstrom Service Letter No. 0069). 

P-28C and 280C engine warmup and 
ground check (Page FM-3-3). Change step 3 
to below (no change required in Report No. 
28-AC-016). 

3. Check the magnetos using the following 
procedure: 

(A) At flat collective pitch and 2900 RPM 
allow the E.G.T. to stabilize, with mixture in 
full rich position. 

(B) Set the E.G.T. gauge cursor red needle 
to the stabilized Indicated temperature. 
(This win be a reference temperature dur¬ 
ing the mag test.) 

(C) Switch from both mags position to 
left mag position and note RPM drop and 
E.G.T. rise for five seconds. The maximum 
allowable RPM drop is 125 RPM. The maxi¬ 
mum allowable E.G.T. rise is 100 degrees F. 

(D) Return magneto switch to both allow¬ 
ing E.G.T. and RPM to stabilize and repeat 
check on the right mag position. 

(E) The maximum permissible RPM dif¬ 
ferential between left and right magnetos Is 
50 RPM without engine roughness. A differ¬ 
ential of greater than 50 RPM and or a drop 
in RPM greater than 125 RPM could indicate 
spark plug, 6park plug lead wire, or magneto 
problems. 

(P) An E.G.T. rise over 100 degrees P dur¬ 
ing operation on individual magneto Indi¬ 
cates a magneto timing problem. 

F28C and 280C flight information (Page 
FM-3-4). Add special instructions below. 

Special Instructions tor Mixture leaning 
in Plight 

(A) The mixture must be leaned to at 
least 130 PPH at 36.5 In. MAP. Do not exceed 
1650 degrees P E.G.T. 

(B) If mixture greater than 130 PPH Is 
required to prevent exceeding E.G.T. of 1650 
degrees F. practice autorotation/power chop 
are prohibited. 

(C) With mixture leaned as prescribed In 
(A) above, practice autorotations, power re¬ 
ductions are to be performed as follows: 

1. Close throttle smoothly all the way to 
the closed position and hold on the stop, or 

2. Smoothly split needles and maintain 
engine RPM at 2000 or above. 

3. Do not try to maintain throttle at Inter¬ 
mediate positions between fully closed and 
2000 engine RPM as this may cause Inad¬ 
vertent engine stoppage due to Improper 
ldle/mlxture settings or faulty fuel servo. 

F28C and 280C engine cooling and shut¬ 
down procedure (FM-3-5) add: 

5A. Note engine Idle RPM (with boost off) 
and turn fuel boost on. Any difference In en¬ 
gine RPM noted indicates leaky idle mixture 
plates (refer to Enstrom Service Letter No. 
0069). Slowly lean engine with mixture con¬ 
trol short of cutoff position. An Increase of 
50 RPM indicates the idle mixture Is Improp¬ 
erly set (refer to Enstrom Service Letter No. 
0069). 

The manufacturer’s specifications and pro¬ 
cedures identified in this directive are incor¬ 
porated herein and made part hereof pursu¬ 
ant to 5 U.S.C. 552(a) (1). All persons affected 
by the directive who have not already re¬ 
ceived these documents from the manufac¬ 
turer, may obtain copies upon request to En¬ 
strom Helicopter Corporation, Menominee 
County Airport, P.O. Box 277, Menominee. 
Mich. 49858. These documents may also be 
examined at the Great Lakes Regional Office, 
2300 East Devon Avenue, Des Plaines, Ill. 
60018, and at PAA Headquarters, 800 Inde¬ 
pendence Avenue SW., Washington, D.C. 
20591. A historical file on this airworthiness 
directive which includes Incorporated mate¬ 
rial In full Is maintained by the PAA at Its 
headquarters in Washington, D.C., and the 
Great Lakes Region. 
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This supersedes the AD Issued by airmail 
letter dated September 30, 1977, as amended 
by airmail letter dated October 25. 1977. 

This amendment becomes effective 
December 21, 1977, and was effective for 
all recipients of the airmail letter dated 
November 7,1977, upon receipt thereof. 

(Secs. 313(a). 601, and 603, Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958, as amended (49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 
1421, and 1423): Sec. 6(c). Department of 
Transportation Act (49 US.C. 1655(c)); and 
14 CFR 11.89.) 

Note. —The Federal Aviation Administra¬ 
tion has determined that this document does 
not contain a major proposal requiring prep¬ 
aration of an Economic Impact Statement 
under Executive Order 11821, as amended by 
Executive Order 11949, and OMB Circular A- 
107. 

Issued In Des Plaines, Ill. on Decem¬ 
ber 2, 1977. 

John M. Cyrocki, 

Director , Great Lakes Region. 

Note. —The Incorporation by reference in 
the preceding document was approved by the 
Director of the Federal Register on June 19, 
1967. 

|FR Doc.77-35632 Piled 12-14-77;8:45 ami 
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{Docket No. 76-GL-21, Amdt. 39-3097] 

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS DIRECTIVES 
Hartzell Compact Series Propellers 

AGENCY: Federal Aviation Administra¬ 
tion (FAA). DOT. 

ACTION: Final rule. 

SUMMARY: This amendment compris¬ 
ing a new airworthiness directive (AD) 
was adopted effective immediately on 
November 10, 1977, and concurrently 
copies were airmailed to all known op¬ 
erators of Hartzell Compact Series Pro¬ 
pellers. The AD revises the compliance 
schedule outline in paragraph (a) and 
clarifies and eliminates redundancy in 
the propeller model designations referred 
to throughout the AD. It was prompted 
by numerous requests for exemptions 
from operators unable to obtain timely 
propeller modification service. A calen¬ 
dar date was added to the compliance 
requirement of paragraph (c) (2) (i) 
which considers the chronological effects 
of exposure on fatigue cracking. 

DATES: Effective December 21, 1977, 
and was effective for all recipients of 
the airmail letter dated November 10. 
1977, upon receipt thereof. 

Compliance schedule—As prescribed in 
the body of the AD. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Marvin J. Walker. Engineering and 
Manufacturing Branch, Flight Stand¬ 
ards Division. AGD-214, Federal Avia¬ 
tion Administration, 2300 East Devon 
Avenue, Des Plaines, HI. 60018, tele¬ 
phone 312-694-4500, extension 308. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The purpose of the airworthiness direc- 
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tive as amended is to detect and prevent 
the occurrence of fatigue fractures in 
the blade retention area of Hartzell Com¬ 
pact Series Propellers with Y-shank pro¬ 
peller blades. Since the issuance of 
Amendment 39-3018, 42 FR 42191. AD 
77-12-06 it was found that due to the 
temporary inability of propeller repair 
stations to provide timely service, a hard¬ 
ship was being imposed on the public. 
Additional service data was solicited, 
which showed that compliance require¬ 
ments could be eased for some model 
propellers without compromising safety. 
A terminal calendar date was added to 
the compliance requirement of para¬ 
graph (c) (2) (i) to limit corrosion 
fatigue effects of exposure. This is con¬ 
sistent with past practice and with other 
parts of the AD. Accordingly, the FAA 
determined that it was in the public in¬ 
terest to amend the AD. An airworthi¬ 
ness directive was therefore adopted on 
November 10, 1977, superseding Amend¬ 
ment 39-3018 and made effective im¬ 
mediately upon receipt by operators of 
Hartzell Model OHC-OOYO Com¬ 
pact Series Propellers. 

Since immediate corrective action was 
required, notice and public procedure 
thereon was impracticable and contrary 
to the public interest and good cause 
existed for making the airworthiness di¬ 
rective effective immediately to all 
known United States operators of Hart¬ 
zell Model ( ) HC-( ) ( ) Y( ) Propellers 
by individual airmail letters dated No¬ 
vember 10, 1977. These conditions still 
exist and the airworthiness directive is 
hereby published in the Federal Regis¬ 
ter as an amendment to § 39.13 of Part 
39 of the Federai Aviation Regulation to 
make it effective as to all persons. 

In accordance with Departmental 
Regulatory Reform, dated March 23, 
1976, we have determined that the ex¬ 
pected impact of this final rule is so 
minimal that it does not warrant an 
evaluation. 

Drafting Information 

The principal authors of this docu¬ 
ment are M. J. Walker. Flight Standards 
Division. Great Lakes Region, and J. Mc¬ 
Laughlin, Office of the Regional Counsel, 
Great Lakes Region. 

Adoption of the Amendment 

Accordingly, and pursuant to the au¬ 
thority delegated to me by the Admin¬ 
istrator. §39.13 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations (14 CFR 39.13), Amendment 
39-3018, 42 FR 42191 is amended by ac¬ 
complishing the following changes: 

Delete "HC-() () Y() and” from first para¬ 
graph. second line. 

Insert the following note after the first 
paragraph: 

Note. —Parentheses preceding or following 
hub or blade model designations are used 
herein to accommodate variations of those 
models. A parenthesis can Indicate either the 
presence or absence of additional letters or 
numbers. 

Paragraph (a) Title —Change to read as 
follows: 

ia) Models () HC -() () Y() Compact Series 
“Y" Shank Propellers. 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 

Paragraph (a) (I)—Change to read as fol- 
lows: 

(1) AU propellers not specified In para¬ 
graph (b). (c). or (d) of this AD. remove, 
Inspect and rework or replace if necessary in 
accordance with Hartzell Bulletin 118A dated 
February 15, 1977, or later FAA approved 
revision (s) prior to accumulating those time 
Intervals (hours or years, whichever occurs 
first) since new or last complete overhaul 
apecified in Hartzell Service Letter 61B 
(Overhaul Periods for Hartzell Propellers) 
dated September 10. 1976, or later FAA ap¬ 
proved revision(s). If such time Intervals 
have been exceeded or 'are unknown, compli¬ 
ance is required within the next 500 hours 
after June 24, 1977, or prior to June 24. 1979, 
whichever occurs first. Re Inspect and, if nec¬ 
essary, rework In accordance with Hartzell 
Bulletin 118A at Intervals specified in Hart¬ 
zell Service Letter 61B, or later FAA ap¬ 
proved revision(s). 

Paragraph (b)—Change "effective date of 
this AD" to "June 24. 1977.” 

Paragraph (c) Title— Change to read as 
follows and add note: 

(c) Propeller Models () HC-C2YK-0 () ()/ 
() 0 7666A—( ) Installed on Undampered Ly¬ 
coming 0-360 or 10-360 Series Only. 

Note. —Models carrying "-G" hub suffix 
designation are excluded from this paragraph 
and covered by paragraph (a). 

Paragraph (c) (1)—Change to read as fol¬ 
lows: 

(1) Propellers which have not been In¬ 
spected and reworked as specified by AD 
75-07-05, installed on. but not limited to 
Pitts S-2A, Piper PA28-180 (STC SA2213WE). 
PA28R-180. PA28R-200. and Mooney M20() 
series aircraft; remove, inspect and rework 
or replace If necessary in accordance with 
Hartzell Bulletin 118A within the next 100 
hours after June 24. 1977, or by June 24. 
1978, whichever occurs first. Relnspect and. 
if necessary, rework in accordance with 
Hartzell Bulletin 118A at intervals specified 
in Hartzell Service Letter 6IB. or later FAA 
approved revision (s). 

Paragraph (c)(2)(f)—Change to read as 
follows: 

(1) As of June 24. 1977. propellers with 
less than 600 hours time in service since last 
inspection and rework in accordance with 
AD 75-07-05. remove, inspect, and rework, 
or replace if necessary in accordance with 
Hartzell Bulletin 118A or later FAA approved 
revision (s) prior to the accumulation of 600 
hours time in service since last compliance 
with AD 75-07-05 or by June 24, 1979, which¬ 
ever occurs first. 

Paragraph (c)(2)(ii)—Change to read as 
follows: 

(li) As of June 24. 1977. propellers with 
500 or more hours in service, or whose time 
in service is unknown since last inspection 
and rework in accordance with AD 75-07-05. 
remove, inspect, and rework, or replace if 
necessary in accordance with Hartzell Bul¬ 
letin 118A or later FAA approved revision(s) 
within the next 100 hours or by June 24, 
1978. whichever occurs first. 

Paragraph (c)(3)—Change to read as 
f ollow6: 

(3) Propellers installed on aircraft with 
(undampered) 200 h.p. Lycoming 10-360 
series engines, including but not limited to 
Mooney M20E and F and Piper PA-28R-200 
type normal category aircraft and Pitts S-1T 
and S-2A acrobatic aircraft, accomplish the 
following within the next 100 hours time in 
service after June 24, 1977: 

Paragraph (d) Title—Change to read as 
follows: 

Propeller Models () HC-C2YK -()()/() () 
8475()-() or ()()8477()-{). 


Paragraph (d)(1)—Change to read as fol¬ 
lows: 

(1) Propellers Installed on. but not lim¬ 
ited to Piper PA-32-260, PA-32-300 and Siai 
Marchettl 208, which have not been in¬ 
spected and reworked as specified in AD 74- 
15-02. accomplish the following within the 
next 60 hours in service after June 24. 1977: 

Paragraph (d)(2)—Change and add sub- 
paragraphs to read as follows: 

(2) (1) Propeller Models ()HC-C2YK 
0()()/F()84750-(). or F()8477()-() used 
on but not limited to Aero Commander 200B 
and 200D, Mooney M22, Britten-Norman 
BN-2, BN-2A, and BN-2A-6, Bellanca 17-31, 
Embraer EMB-200A, Piper PA-32-260 and 
PA-32-300 and Siai Marchettl S-208 series 
aircraft with less than 1000 hours total time 
in service as of June 24, 1977, remove, inspect 
and rework or replace if necessary in ac¬ 
cordance with Hartzell Bulletin 118A or later 
FAA approved revision (s) prior to the ac¬ 
cumulation of 1300 hours or by June 24.1978. 
whichever occurs first. 

(2) (II) Propeller Models ()HC-C2YK() () 
()/F()8475()-() or F()8477()-() with 1000 
or more hours total time in service, or whose 
time in service Is unknown as of June 24, 
1977, remove, inspect and rework, or replace 
if necessary in accordance with Hartzell Bul¬ 
letin 118A or later FAA approved revision(s) 
within the next 300 hours after June 24, 1977. 
or by June 24, 1978, whichever occurs first. 

(2) (ill) Relnspect and if necessary rework 
propellers under preceding paragraphs (d) 
(2) (1) and (d)(2)(H) in accordance with 
Hartzell Service Letter 61B or later FAA ap¬ 
proved revision (s). 

The manufacturer’s specifications and pro¬ 
cedures identified In this directive are in¬ 
corporated herein and made part hereof pur¬ 
suant to 5 U.S.C. 552(a)(1). All persons af¬ 
fected by the directive who have not already 
received these documents from the manufac¬ 
turer. may obtain copies upon request to 
Hartzell Propeller, Inc.. 350 Washington Ave¬ 
nue, Piqua, Ohio 45356. These documents 
may also be examined at the Great Lakes 
Regional Office, 2300 East Devon Avenue, Des 
Plaines, Ill. 60018, and at FAA Headquarters. 
800 Independence Avenue SW.. Washington, 
D.C. 20591. 

A historical file on this airworthiness di¬ 
rective which includes Incorporated material 
in full is maintained by the FAA at its head¬ 
quarters in Washington, D.C.. and the Great 
Lakes Region. 

This amendment becomes effective 
December 21, 1977, and was effective for 
all recipients of the airmail letter dated 
November 10, 1977, upon receipt thereof. 

This supersedes Amendment 39-1049 
(35 FR 12325), AD 70-16-03, as amended 
by Amendment 39-1341; Amendment 39- 
1637 (38 FR 12325), AD 73-10-03: 

Amendment 39-1896 (39 FR 25644), AD 
74-15-02; and Amendment 39-2136 (49 
FR 12772), AD 75-07-05. as amended by 
Amendment 39-2216. Amendment 39- 
2922 became effective June 24, 1977. 
Amendment 39-3018 became effective 
August 26,1977. 

(Secs. 313(a), 601. and 603. Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958, as amended (49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 
1421, and 1423); Sec. 6(c), Department of 
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)): and 
14 CFR 1.89). 

Note. —The Federal Aviation Administra¬ 
tion has determined that this document does 
not contain a major proposal requiring prep¬ 
aration of an Economic Impact Statement 
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under Executive Order 11821, as amended by 
Executive Order 11949, and OMB Circular 
A-107. 

Issued in Des Plaines, Ill. on December 
5.1977. 

John M. Cyrocki, 

Director , 

Great Lakes Region. 

Note. —The incorporation by reference in 
the preceding document was approved by the 
Director of the Federal Register on June 19, 

1967. 

|FR Doc.77-35633 Filed 12-14-77;8:45 am] 
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[ Airspace Docket No. 77-SW^5 ] 

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES, CON¬ 
TROLLED AIRSPACE, AND REPORTING 
POINTS 

Alteration of Federal Airways 

AGENCY: Federal Aviation Administra¬ 
tion i FAA), DOT. 

ACTION: Final rule. 

SUMMARY: This amendment alters 
several airways in the San Antonio, Tex., 
area as a result of an extensive evalua¬ 
tion of the present and future require¬ 
ments for airways in this area. Alteration 
of segments of V-17, V-68, V-161, V-163, 
V-198, V-222 and V-358 will assist in im¬ 
proving air traffic control by reducing 
congestion. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: January 26, 1978. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Mr. Everett L. McKisson, Airspace 
Regulations Branch (AAT-230), Air¬ 
space and Air Traffic Rules Division, 
Air Traffic Service, Federal Aviation 
Administration, 800 Independence 
Avenue SW., Washington, D.C. 20591; 
telephone: 202-426-3715. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
History 

On October 20, 1977, the FAA pub¬ 
lished for comment a proposal to alter 
several airways in the San Antonio, Tex., 
area (42 FR 55898). Interested persons 
were invited to participate in the rule 
making proceeding by submitting writ¬ 
ten comments on the proposal to the 
FAA. Five comments were received in 
response to the NPRM, three of which 
posed no objection to the proposal. Sec¬ 
tion 71.123 was published in the Federal 
Register on January 3.1977 (42 FR 307) 
and amended (42 FR 41112, 42 FR 
55863). 

The Rule 

This amendment to Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 
Part 71) alters segments of V-17, V-68. 
V-161, V-163. V-198, V-222 and V-358 
in the vicinity of San Antonio, Tex. This 
action will help to expedite the flow of 
traffic and reduce communication re¬ 
quirements in that area. 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 

Discussion of Comments 

Five comments were received in re¬ 
sponse to the notice. No objections were 
voiced by three aeronautical industry as¬ 
sociations. The Air Force and Army ob¬ 
jected to the penetration of Hood MOA 
by segments of V-358 and V-163. Their 
specific objections and FAA responses 
were that penetration of the MOA by the 
two airways would: 

a. Impact on military plans for signifi¬ 
cant increase in joint activity to enhance 
training realism and effectiveness of air 
to ground forces and saturate Gray Ap¬ 
proach Control as military activities in¬ 
crease. FAA response—Military plans for 
significant increases in activity at Fort 
Hood should be coordinated with the 
FAA prior to activation. This will allow 
the FAA to accommodate these activities 
to the maximum extent possible. 

b. Periodi rally create greater difficul¬ 
ties in airspace management during joint 
exercises at Fort Hood. FAA response— 
Joint exercises requiring special air traf¬ 
fic control efforts are frequently con¬ 
ducted at various locations. Such exer¬ 
cises are accommodated through 
procedures developed at joint planning 
conferences. A joint exercise at Fort 
Hood requiring special air traffic control 
consideration would be handled the same 
way. 

c. Induce transit of the MOA by an 
undetermined number of VFR aircraft. 
FAA response—VFR aircraft may freely 
transit or operate within a MOA without 
restriction or communications require¬ 
ment. The presence or absence of an air¬ 
way through a MOA has no bearing on 
the activity of VFR aircraft. As a prac¬ 
tical matter, it does not appear that the 
establishment of V-358 should attract 
VFR aircraft. The largest population 
centers in this portion of Texas are San 
Antonio, Austin, Waco and Dallas/Fort 
Worth. The most logical and shortest 
routing connecting these centers is east 
of the Hood MOA via the long estab¬ 
lished V-17 airway. 

d. The Army further objected by ex¬ 
pressing concern over radio failure of 
nonparticiapting aircraft transiting the 
MOA via the airways, and the detri¬ 
mental public relations effect generated 
by nonparticipating pilots being denied 
use of the airways for a less desirable 
routing. FAA response—It is remotely 
conceivable that an IFR aircraft could 
experience radio failure prior to being 
cleared around or over the MOA, thereby 
causing the military to vacate a portion 
of the MOA. However, the instances of 
IFR flights experiencing radio failure is 
such that the potential interference of 
military use of Hood MOA as a result 
of radio failure is negligible. It appears 
that the objection based on detrimental 
public relations is unfounded. Prior to 
December 1,1977, neither the Hood MOA 
nor the two airway segments (V-358 and 
V-163) existed in this area. After Jan¬ 
uary 26. 1978, the MOA and airway seg¬ 
ments both will exist. Routing via air¬ 
ways is considered as a desirable routing, 
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and direct routing off airways is consid¬ 
ered as a less desirable routing. Prior to 
December 1, 1977, no airways existed in 
this area and only direct or less desirable 
routings could be assigned. After Jan¬ 
uary 26, 1978, desirable routings via the 
airways can always be assigned above 
10,000 feet MSL and can frequently be 
assigned at lower altitudes when the 
MOA is not in use. Therefore, public re¬ 
lations based on routing assignment 
should be improved by the designation 
of these airway segments. 

Drafting Information 

The principal authors of this document 
are Mr. Everett L. McKisson, Air Traffic 
Service, and Mr. Jack P. Zimmerman. 
Office of the Chief Counsel. 

Adoption of the Amendment 

Accordingly, pursuant to the author¬ 
ity delegated to me by the Administrator, 
§ 71.123 of Part 71 of the Federal Avia¬ 
tion Regulations (14 CFR Part 71) as 
republished (42 FR 307) and amended 
(42 FR 41112, 55863) is further amended, 
effective 0901 GMT, January 26, 1978, as 
follows: 

1. In V-17 all between * Laredo, Tex.; M and 
“Waco, Tex./* Is deleted and “Cotulla. Tex,; 
INT Cotulla 047® and San Antonio, Tex., 198* 
radlals; San Antonio, including an east alter¬ 
nate via INT Cotulla 047° and San Antonio 
183° radlals; INT San Antonio 042° and Aus¬ 
tin, Tex., 229° radlals; Austin, including an 
east alternate via the INT of San Antonio 
058° and Austin 211® radlals, and also in¬ 
cluding a west alternate via the INT of San 
Antonio 027® and Austin 244® radlals;*' is 
substituted therefor. 

2. In V-68 “San Antonio 290® radlals.** is 
deleted and San Antonio 290° radials; INT 
San Antonio 064“ and Industry, Tex., 267® 
radials: Industry; INT Industry 101° and 
Hobby, Tex., 290® radials to Hobby." is sub¬ 
stituted therefor. 

3. In V-161 “From Bridgeport, Tex., via" is 
delated and “From Llano. Tex., via INT Llano 
025® and Mlllsap. Tex., 193® radlal 3 ; Mlllsap; 
Bridgeport, Tex.;’* is substituted therefor. 

4. In V-163 all between “Corpus Chrlstl;’* 
and “Ardmore. Okla.;" is deleted and “Three 
Rivers. Tex., including a west alternate via 
INT Corpus Christi 296® and Three Rivers 
165® radials; INT Three Rivers 345° and San 
Antonio 168® radlals; San Antonio, including 
a west alternate via INT Three Rivers 326® 
and San Antonio 183° radlals; Lampasas, 
Tex.: Acton, Tex., including a west alternate 
from San Antonio to Acton via Stonewall. 
Tex.. Llano, Tex., and INT Llano 025 c and 
Acton 215® radials; Bridgeport, Tex.’* is sub¬ 
stituted therefor. 

5. In V-198 “Eagle Lake. Tex.;** is deleted 
and “Eagle Lak?, Tex., including a north al¬ 
ternate from Junction to Eagle Lake via 
Stonewall. Tex., and INT Stonewall 112° and 
Eagle Lake 270® radials;” Ls substituted 
therefor. 

6. In V-222 all between “Junction, Tex.; M 
and “Industry;’’ is deleted and “Stonewall 
Tex.; INT "Stonewall 112" and Industry, Tex., 
267® radials;** is substituted therefor. 

7. In V-358 “From Waco, Tex., via** is de¬ 
leted and “From San Antonio. *I^x.. via 
Stonewall, Tex.; Lampasas, Tex.; INT Lam- 
pasa? 041® and Waco 248® radials; Waco. 
Tex.;“ ls substituted therefor. 

(Secs. 307(a) and 313(a), Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1348(a) and 1354(a)): 
Sec. 6(c), Department of Transportation Act 
(49 U6.C. 1655(c)); and 14 CFR 11.69.) 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 42, NO. 241—THURSDAY, DECEMBER 15, 1977 




63168 

Note.— The FAA has determined that this 
document does not contain a major proposal 
requiring preparation of an Economic Impact 
Statement under Executive Order 11821, as 
amended by Executive Order 11949, and OMB 
Circular A-107. 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Decem¬ 
ber 7.1977. 

Edward J. Malo, 

Acting Chief, Airspace and 
Air Traffic Rules Division. 

(FR Doc.77-35555 Filed 12-14-77:8:45 ami 
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(Docket No. 77-SO-701 

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS. AREA LOW ROUTES. CON¬ 
TROLLED AIRSPACE, AND REPORTING 
POINTS 

Alteration of Wetumpka, Ala., Transition 
Area 

AGENCY: Federal Aviation Administra¬ 
tion. 

ACTION: Final rule. 

SUMMARY: This rule amends the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Regulations by altering the 
Wetumpka, Ala., transition area. The 
VOR Runway 27IFR approach procedure 
to the Wetumpka Municipal Airport has 
been cancelled and the transition area 
extension is no longer required. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: 0901 G.m.t., March 

23.1978. 

ADDRESS: Federal Aviation Adminis¬ 
tration, Chief, Air Traffic Division, P.O. 
Box 20636, Atlanta, Ga. 30320. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

William F. Herring, Airspace and Pro¬ 
cedures Branch, Federal Aviation Ad¬ 
ministration, P.O. Box 20636, Atlanta, 
Ga. 30320: telephone: 404-763-7646. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The VOR Runway 27 approach proce¬ 
dure to the Wetumpka Airport has been 
cancelled and the transition area exten¬ 
sion is no longer required. Therefore, it 
is necessary to alter the transition area 
by deleting the extension to the Wetump¬ 
ka transition area. Since this alteration 
lessens the burden on the public, notice 
and public procedure hereon are not 
considered necessary. 

Drafting Information 

The principal authors of this document 
are William F. Herring, Airspace and 
Procedures Branch, Air Traffic Division, 
and Eddie L. Thomas. Office of Regional 
Counsel. 

Adoption of the Amendment 

Accordingly, Part 71 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 71) is 
amended, effective 0901 G.m.t., March 

23.1978, as follows: 

In Subpart G, 3 71.181 (42 FR 617). the 
Wetumpka, Ala., transition area is 
amended as follows: The present de¬ 
scription is deleted and “• • • That air¬ 
space extending upward from 700 feet 
above the surface within a 7 mile radius 
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of Wetumpka Airport, excluding the por- 
tion that coincides with the Montgom¬ 
ery, Ala., transition area • • ” is substi¬ 
tuted therefor. 

(Sec. 307(a) of the Federal Aviation Act of 
1958, as amended (49 UB.C. 1348(a)) and 
Sec. 6(c) of the Department of Transporta¬ 
tion Act (49 US.C. 1655(C)).) 

Note.— The Federal Aviation Administra¬ 
tion has determined that this document does 
not contain a major proposal requiring prep¬ 
aration of an Economic Impact Statement 
under Executive Order 11821. as amended by 
Executive Order 11949, and OMB Circular A- 
107. 

Issued in East Point, Ga., on Decem¬ 
ber 2, 1977. 

Phillip M. Swatek, 
Director, Southern Region. 

|FR Doc.77-35554 Filed 12-14-77:8:45 am| 


[4910-13] 

| Airspace Docket No. 76-EA- J 97( 

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES, CON¬ 
TROLLED AIRSPACE, AND REPORTING 
POINTS 

Designation of Control Zone: Beaver Falls, 
Pa. 

AGENCY: Federal Aviation Administra¬ 
tion (FAA), DOT. 

ACTION: Final rule. 

SUMMARY:This rule will designate a 
part-time Beaver Falls, Pa., Contra 
Zone over Beaver County Airport, Beaver 
Falls, Pa. This designation will pro vide 
protection to aircraft executing IFR ap¬ 
proaches and departures to and from the 
airport. The establishment of a new non- 
federal air traffic control tower will per¬ 
mit monitoring and publication of 
weather and provide communications 
which permit the establishment of a 
control zone. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: 0901 GMT January 

26,1978. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Frank Trent, Airspace and Procedures 
Branch, AEA-530, Air Traffic Division, 
Federal Aviation Administration, Fed¬ 
eral Building, J.F.K. International 
Airport, Jamaica, N.Y. 11430, tele¬ 
phone 212-995-3391. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: A 
notice of proposed rulemaking was pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register on Janu¬ 
ary 27, 1977, (42 FR 5074). Interested 
parties were given time to submit com¬ 
ments. No objections were received. The 
rule will establish a 5 mile control zone 
around the airport with an extension of 
approximately 4 miles to the northeast. 

Drafting Information 

The principal authors of this docu¬ 
ment are Frank Trent, Air Traffic Divi¬ 
sion, and Thomas C. Halloran, Esq., Of¬ 
fice of the Regional Counsel. 

Adoption of the Amendment 

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me by the Administrator, 


Subpart F of Part 71 of the Federal Avi¬ 
ation Regulations (14 CFR Part 71) is 
amended, effective 0901 GMT January 

26,1978, as published. 

(Section 307(a). and 313(a). Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1348(a) and 1354(c)); 
Sec. 6(c) of the Department of Transporta¬ 
tion Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)); and 14 CFR 
11.69.) 

Note.— The Federal Aviation Administra¬ 
tion has determined that this document does 
not contain a major proposal requiring prep¬ 
aration of an Economic Impact Statement 
under Executive Order 11821. as amended by 
Executive Order 11949. and OMB Circular 
A-107. 

Issued in Jamaica. N.Y., on Decem¬ 
ber 2,1977. 

Louis J. Cardinali. 
Acting Director, Eastern Region. 

1. Amend § 71.171 of Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations by desig¬ 
nating a Beaver Falls, Pa., Control Zone 
as follows: 

Beaver Falls, Pa. 

Within a 6-mile radius of the center, 
40*46*21” N., 80*23*37” W., of Beaver County 
Airport, Beaver Falls, Pa., within 1.5 miles 
each side of the Ell wood City, Pa., VORTAC 
248° radial, extending from the 5-mlle radius 
zone to 1.5 miles west of the VORTAC. This 
control zone is effective from 0900 to 2100 
hours, local time daily June 1, through 
August 31. and from 0900 to 1700 hours, local 
time dally September 1. through May 31. 

[FR Doc.77-35729 Filed 12-14-77:8:45 am] 


[4910-13] 

[ Airspace Docket No. 77-SW-48 ] 

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES, CON¬ 
TROLLED AIRSPACE, AND REPORTING 
POINTS 

Designation of Transition Area: Venice, La. 

AGENCY: Federal Aviation Administra¬ 
tion (FAA), DOT. 

ACTION: Final rule. 

SUMMARY: This designates a transition 
area at Venice, La., to provide controlled 
airspace for aircraft executing instru¬ 
ment approach procedures to the Garden 
Island Bay Seaplane Base, using the 
newly established NDB located at lati¬ 
tude 29°07'06" N., longitude 89°12'20"- 
20" W. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: March 23. 1978. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

David Gonzalez, Airspace and Proce¬ 
dures Branch (ASW-536), Air Traffic 
Division, Southwest Region, Federal 
Aviation Administration, P.O. Box 
1689, Fort Worth, Tex. 76101, tele¬ 
phone 817-624-4911. extension 302. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
History 

On October 20, 1977, a notice of pro¬ 
posed rulemaking was published in the 
Federal Register (42 FR 55899) stating 
that the Federal Aviation Administra¬ 
tion proposed to designate the Venice, 
La., transition area. 
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Interested persons were invited to par¬ 
ticipate in this rulemaking proceeding by 
submitting written comments on the 
proposal to the Federal Aviation Admin¬ 
istration. Five comments were received 
without objections. Except for editorial 
changes this amendment is that proposed 
in the notice. 

The Rule 

This amendment to Subpart G of Part 
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
(14 CFR 71) designates the Venice, La., 
transition area. This action provides con¬ 
trolled airspace from 700 feet above the 
ground for the protection of aircraft ex¬ 
ecuting instrument approach procedures 
to the Garden Island Bay Seaplane Base. 

Drafting Information 

The principal authors of this document 
are David Gonzalez, Airspace and Proce¬ 
dures Branch, and Robert C. Nelson, Of¬ 
fice of the Regional Counsel. 

Adoption of the Amendment 

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me by the Administrator, 
Subpart G of Part 71 of the Federal Avi¬ 
ation Regulations (14 CFR Part 71) as 
republished (42 FR 440) is amended, ef¬ 
fective 0901 G.m.t., March 23. 1978. 

In Subpart G, 71.181 (42 FR 440). the 
following transition area is added: 

Venice, La. 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within a 5-mile radius 
of Garden Island Bay Seaplane Base (latitude 
29*05*46" N.. longitude 89“11'55" W.) and 
within 3.6 miles each side of the 344“ bearing 
from the Venice NOB (latitude 29“07'06" N„ 
longitude 89°12'20" W.) extending from the 
5-mile radius to 13.5 miles from the seaplane 
base. 

(Sec. 307(a). Federal Aviation Act of 1958 (49 
U.S.C. 1348(a)); and Sec. 6(c). Department of 
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)).) 

Note. —The FAA has determined that this 
document does not contain a major proposal 
requiring preparation of an Economic Impact 
Statement under Executive Order 11821. as 
amended by Executive Order 11949, and OMB 
Circular A-107. 

Issued in Fort Worth, Tex., on Decem¬ 
ber 5. 1977. 

Paul J. Baker. 

Acting Director , Southwest Region. 

(FR Doc.77-35730 Filed 12-14-77;8:45 amj 


[4410-01 ] 

Title 28—Judicial Administration 
CHAPTER I—DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

(Order No. 758-771 

PART O—ORGANIZATION OF THE 
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

SUBPART Q—BUREAU OF PRISONS 
Exchange of Prisoners 
AGENCY: Department of Justice. 
ACTION: Final rule. 

SUMMARY: Pub. L. 95-144, approved 
October 28. 1977, provides for the ex¬ 
change of prisoners with foreign coun¬ 
tries. under certain circumstances, pur¬ 
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suant to a treaty. This order assigns to 
the Director of the Bureau of Prisons and 
officers of the Bureau of Prisons desig¬ 
nated by him the authority of the Attor¬ 
ney General to receive custody of 
offenders and to transfer offenders to and 
from the United States of America pur¬ 
suant to a treaty, as provided in that 
statute. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: December 8, 1977. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Clair Cripe, General Counsel, Bureau 

of Prisons, Department of Justice, 320 

First Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

20534, 202-724-3062. 

By virtue of the authority vested in me 
by 18 U.S.C. 4102 and 4105 (Pub. L. 95- 
144), Subpart Q of Part O of Chapter I 
of Title 28, Code of Federal Regulations, 
is amended by adding the following new 
§ 0.96b immediately after § 0.96a: 

§ 0.96b Exchange of prisoners. 

The Director of the Bureau of Prisons 
and officers of the Bureau of Prisons des¬ 
ignated by him are authorized to receive 
custody of offenders and to transfer of¬ 
fenders to and from the United States 
of America under a treaty as referred to 
in Pub. L. 95-144; to make arrangements 
with the States and to receive offenders 
from the States for transfer to a foreign 
country; to act as an agent of the United 
States to receive the delivery from a 
foreign government of any person being 
transferred to the United States under 
such a treaty; to render to foreign coun¬ 
tries and to receive from them certifica¬ 
tions and reports required under a 
treaty; and to receive custody and carry 
out the sentence of imprisonment of 
such a transferred offender as required 
by that statute and any such treaty. 

Dated: December 8, 1977. 

Griffin B. Bell, 

, Attorney General. 

(FR Doc.77-35761 Filed 12-14-77:8:45 ami 


[ 4910-14 ] 

Title 33—Navigation and Navigable Waters 

CHAPTER I—COAST GUARD. 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

|CGD 77-118a| 

PART 82—COLREGS DEMARCATION 
LINES 

Establishment of Demarcation Lines: 
Correction 

AGENCY: Coast Guard, DOT. 

ACTION: Correction. 

SUMMARY: This document corrects FR 
Doc. 77-19342 appearing at page 35782 
of the July 11, 1977 issue of the Federal 
Register. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Captain George K. Greiner, Marine 
Safety Council (G-CMC/81), Room 
8117, Department of Transportation, 
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Nassif Building. 400 Seventh Street 

SW.. Washington. D.C. 20590, 202-426- 

1477. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

The following corrections are made: 

1. On page 35784, first column, the 
second word of the first line of the table 
should read: “basis’*. 

2. On page 35784. third column, the 
authority citation should read: “AU¬ 
THORITY: (Rule 1, International Reg¬ 
ulations for Preventing Collisions at Sea, 
1972 (as rectified); E.O. 11964; F>ub. L. 
95-75, 91 Stat. 308; 14 U.S.C. 2; 49 CFR 
1.46(b)).** 

3. On page 35785, first column, the 
fourth word of the last line of § 82.120 

(a) should read: “Marblehead’*. 

4. On page 35785, first column, the 
second word of the third line of § 82.120 

(b) should read: “charted”. 

5. On page 35785, second column, the 
last word of the fourth line of § 82.135 
(a) should read: “of”. 

6. On page 35785, third column, the 
fifth word of the second line of 5 82.305 

(c) should read: “to”. 

7. On page 35785, third column, in the 
first line of § 82.305(e). “light house” 
should read: “lighthouse”. 

8. On page 35785, third column, the 
second line of § 82.310(d) should read: 
“Light 322° true • • •”. 

9. On page 35787, third column, the last 
line of 5 82.735(f) should read: “N. longi¬ 
tude 80*49.2' W.’\ 

10. On page 35787, third column, the 
first line of § 82.748(a) should read: “A 
line drawn • • • ”. 

11. On page 35788, first column. § 82.- 
750(g) should read: “A line drawn across 
New Pass tangent to the seaward, high- 
water shoreline of Longboat Key.” 

12. On page 35790, first column, 5 82.- 
1255(a) should read: “An east-west line 
drawn from Sand Point to Avails Beach.” 

13. On page 35790, second column, the 
fourth full word of the second line of 
§ 82.1305 should read: “River”. 

14. On page 35791, first column, the 
fifth word of the first line of § 82.1440 
should read: “Hanapepe.” 

15. On page 35791. first column, the 
third full word of the fourth line of 5 82.- 
1495 should read “Samoa”. 

16. On page 35791, second column, the 
first two lines of § 82.1720(b) should 
read: “A south-north line (longitude 
133°42.8' W.) drawn from the*’. 

17. On page 35791, third column, in the 
third line of § 82.1735, insert the word 
“the” before the word “Alaska”. 

Dated: December 6, 1977. 

O. W. Siler. 

Admiral, U.S. Coast Guard 
Commandant. 

(FR Doc.77-35551 Filed 12-14-77:8:45 am| 


[7710-12] 

Title 39—Postal Service 

CHAPTER I—U.S. POSTAL SERVICE 
MISCELLANEOUS AMENDMENTS 

AGENCY: Postal Service. 

ACTION: Final Rule. 
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SUMMARY: Postal regulations require 
postmasters to report emergencies to the 
Postal Inspection Service by telephone, 
and the regulations list the various emer¬ 
gencies. This revision attempts to make 
the list of emergencies more comprehen¬ 
sive by adding to it sabotage of mail proc¬ 
essing equipment by a postal employee. 

This regulation change also updates 
the information services price list, which 
shows the fees for retrieving data by 
computer and is periodically revised. 

There is also a correction of an erro¬ 
neous cross reference. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: December 15, 1977. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Paul J. Kemp. 202-245-4638. 

Accordingly, 39 CFR is amended as fol¬ 
lows: 

PART 232—POSTAL LOSSES AND 
OFFENSES 

1. In § 232.2 add new paragraph (a) 
(16) reading as follows: 


(16) Sabotage of mail processing 
equipment by a postal employee is indi¬ 
cated or suspected. This includes any 
method, procedure or technique whereby 
an employee is able to stop the mail proc¬ 
essing equipment, thus causing down 
time. (Make no further investigation or 
inquiry.) 

* * • • • 


PART 259—SERVICES PERFORMED FOR 
OTHER AGENCIES 

§259.1 [Amended]. 

2. In paragraph (c) of § 259.1 strike out 
in the first sentence “paragraph (c) “ and 
insert “paragraph (d) “ in lieu thereof. 

p ART 265—RELEASE OF INFORMATION 

§ 265.8 [Amended]. 

3. In paragraph (b) (3) of § 265.8 strike 
out “February 19,1975“ and insert “Jan¬ 
uary 1, 1977“ in lieu thereof. 

§ 265.10 [Amended]. 

4. At the end of § 265.10 revise Appen¬ 
dix A to read as follows: 


232.2 
(a) * 


Postal emergencies. 


Appendix A 


INFORMATION SERVICES PRICE LIST 
IN EFFECT JANUARY 1, 1977 

Whenever an individual requests information which must be retrieved by computer, 
standard charges will be Incurred based upon resources required to furnish this Information. 
Estimates will be provided to the requester in advance and will be based upon the following 
standard price list. 


Description of services t* 1 ® 


A. System utilization services: 

Central processor unit (CPU)... 

370/1.58. virtunl. 


370/1.58. nonvirtual--- 

370/158... 

300/65. batch. „... 

300/65, TSO.-.-. 

Selector channel...—.— - 

Multiplexor channel.. 

Tape selector channel.:.. 7 - 

Hlock multiplexor.... 

B. System occupancy charges: 

Main core-- 

Virtual core..... 

Extended core (LCS)--- 

Tape occupancy--- 

2314 disk occupancy.... 

3330 disk occupancy, batch. 

3330 disk occupancy, TSO... 

Unit record device occupancy, 1288- 

Unit record device occui>ancy, 1404- 

Teleprocessing occupancy.——. 

C. System spooling charges: 

Card read, local.—.—. 

Card read, remote...... 

Lines printed, local.—.. 

Lines printed, remote...-- 

Cards punched, local —.—.. 

Cards punched, remote...--- 

D. Peripheral charges: 

Honeywell 1200 processing. -- 

Keypunching-..... 

Keystroking---—. 

Magnetic tape. ..—-- 

Programing support.-.. • 

Systems analysis supf>orl. 


..Hour. 


$340.00 



250.00 

... 


172.50 




_ * $140.00 


'”61.1*7* 

195.00 
17a 78 

Do. 

12.61 

31.69 

Do. 

^ 44.73 

Do. 

11.31 

___ 

Do. 


.00 

.55 

.... 

K/core hour. 

.37 


Do. 

19.49 

12.22 

Hour. 

8.64 

Do. 

14.61 

10.08 

Do. 

1.13 

10.08 

Do. 


84.40 

Do. 

82 . 16 *“.. 


Do. 

3.94 

7.61 

Do. 

3.38 

3.22 

1,000 cards. 

.60 

.57 

Do. 

.60 

.59 

1,000 lines. 

.60 

.67 

Do. 

,V93 

5.23 

1,000 cards. 

.00 

.57 

Do. 


65.00 

Hour. 

* 8 , 16 *’* 

3.50 

100 cards. 

.7670 .. 


1,000 strokes. 


*ii.75 

Reel. 

19.00 

19.60 

Hour. 

22.50 

22.50 

Do. 


(30 U8C 401(2)) 


Roger P. Craig, 
Deputy General Counsel . 


|FR Doc.77-35766 Filed 12-14-77:8:45 am | 


[ 4310-84 ] 

Title 43 —Public Lands: Interior 


CHAPTER II—BUREAU 
MENT, DEPARTMENT 


OF LAND MANAGE- 
OF THE INTERIOR 


APPENDIX—PUBLIC LAND ORDERS 


[Public Land Order 5627) 


ALASKA 

Transfer of Jurisdiction; Withdrawal of 
Lands for Conveyance to Koniag, Inc., 
Regional Native Corporation and Modifi¬ 
cation of Public Land Order No. 5187 

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management 
(Interior). 


ACTION: Final Rule. 

SUMMARY: This public land order 
transfers section land to the jurisdiction 
of the BLM, and withdraws them for 
conveyance to the Koniag, Inc., Regional 
Native Corp., under the Alaska Native 
Claims Settlement Act. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: December 15, 1977. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Beau McClure—202-343-3078 or Sue 

Wolf—Bureau of Land Management, 

555 Cordova Street, Anchorage, 

Alaska 99501. 

By virtue of the authority vested in 
the Secretary of the Interior by section 
14(h) of the Alaska Native Claims 
Settlement Act, 85 Stat. 688, 704 (here¬ 
inafter referred to as the Act), and pur¬ 
suant to section 204 of the Act of Octo¬ 
ber 21, 1976, 90 Stat. 2743, it is ordered 
as follows: 

1. The following described lands 
which were included in the withdrawal 
by Executive Order No. 8278 of Octo¬ 
ber 28. 1939, as amended, for use of the 
Department of the Navy, and sub¬ 
sequently transferred to the Coast 
Guard. Department of Transportation, 
for defense purposes and further re¬ 
served for such purposes by Public Land 
Order 5550 of December 1, 1975, are 
hereby transferred to the Bureau of 
Land Management, excepting however 
from such transfer those interests in 
lands represented by the easements and 
rights-of-way in Schedules 3 and 4 of 
the agreement between Koniag, Inc., the 
Secretary of the Interior and the Com¬ 
mandant of the Coast Guard, dated De¬ 
cember 9, 1977 which are incorporated 
by reference herein and are maintained 
on file with the Bureau of Land Man¬ 
agement, 555 Cordova Street, Anchorage, 
Alaska. 

Parcel 1 is described as follows: 

Beginning at a point at the line of mean 
high tide on the southerly shore of Womens 
Bay. North of USGS triangulation station 
'‘CHRIS'’; thence westerly and northerly, 
along the line of mean high tide of Womens 
Bay, to a point at the line of mean high tide 
on the northwesterly shore of Womens Bay. 
near the most northerly end of the old ship- 
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yard, located northeasterly of USGS trl- 
angulatlon station •‘SHANNON"; thence 
N. 38°30‘ W., approximately 500 feet to a 
point on a boundary of PLO 6566 described 
as bearing S. 51 e 30' W.; thence S. 61*30' W., 
approximately 1500 feet to a point; thence 
S. 38*30' E. f approximately 125 feet to a 
point, which Is N. 38*30' W.. 300 feet distant 
from the centerline of the Chlnlak Road; 
thence southwesterly, along a line which Is 
300 feet from and parallel to the centerline 
of the Chlniak Road to a point which is 
common to the line described In Tract B of 
Public Land Order 4119 as bearing N. 
25°49'30" W.; thence 8. 25*49'30" E., along 
a portion of the line described in Tract B 
of Public Land Order 4119 to a point which 
is 50 feet southeasterly from the centerline 
and on the seaward side of the Chlnlak Road; 
thence southerly and easterly, along a line 
which is 50 feet from the parallel to the 
centerline of the Chinlak Road, to a point 
North of USGS triangulation station 
“CHRIS"; thence North, to the line of mean 
high tide on the southerly shore of Womens 
Bay. the point of beginning. 

Note. —At the northeasterly end of Parcel 
1 the old shipyard Is Intended to be relin¬ 
quished; however, as much as possible of the 
gravel pit at the northeasterly end of the 
shipyard is intended to remain under the 
Jurisdiction of the Coast Guard. 

Parcel 2 is described as follows: 

Beginning at a point located S. 59* E.. 290 
feet from USGS triangulation station "ENG¬ 
LISH"; thence S. 31° W.. 3800 feet to a point; 
thence East, approximately 4000 feet to a 
point at the line of mean high tide on the 
westerly shore of Chlnlak Bay; thence north¬ 
easterly. northerly, and southwesterly, along 
the line of mean high tide of Chlniak and 
Womens Bays to a point; thence S. 31" W., 
220 feet more or less to the point of begin¬ 
ning. 

2. Those interests in the lands trans¬ 
ferred to the Bureau of Land Manage¬ 
ment in paragraph 1 of this order are 
hereby withdrawn pursuant to section 14 
(h) (8) of the Act for selection by the 
Koniag, Inc.. Regional Native Corp. 

3. Public Land Order No. 5187 of 
March 15, 1972, which withdrew, among 
others, the lands described in paragraph 
1 of this order from all forms of ap¬ 
propriation, is hereby modified so far as 
it relates to the lands described, to per¬ 
mit the interests in the lands transferred 
to the Bureau of Land Management by 
this order to be selected and conveyed 
to the Koniag, Inc., Regional Native 
Corp. Said lands shall continue to be 
subject to all of the other terms and con¬ 
ditions of Public Land Order No. 5187 
until such time as they are conveyed to 
Koniag, Inc., Regional Native Corp. If 
not timely selected, they will be returned 
to the Coast Guard. 

4. Prior to any conveyance of the 
lands described in paragraph 1, the lands 
shall be subject to administration by the 
Secretary of the Interior under applica¬ 
ble laws and regulations, and his author¬ 
ity to make contracts and to grant leases, 
permits, rights-of-way, or easements 
shall not be impaired by this order. Ap¬ 
plications for leases under the Mineral 
Leasing Act, as amended, 30 U.S.C. 181- 
287 (1970), will be rejected until this 
order is modified or the lands are ap¬ 


propriately classified to permit mineral 
leasing. 

Guy R. Martin, 

Assistant Secretary of the Interior . 
December 9,1977. 

(FR Doc.77-35758 Filed 12-14-77;8:45 am) 


[6315-01] 

Title 45—Public Welfare 

CHAPTER X—COMMUNITY SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 

(CSA Instruction 6803-61 

PART 1068—GRANTEE FINANCIAL 
MANAGEMENT 

Subpart—Membership Dues and Related 
Expenses Paid to Professional Organi¬ 
zations 

AGENCY: Community Services Admin¬ 
istration. 

ACTION: Final rule. 

SUMMARY: The Community Services 
Administration is filing its final rule on 
membership dues and related expenses 
paid to professional organizations. CSA 
has a need to control excessive expenses 
from grant funds for these activities and 
to assure that grant funds are expended 
for purposes closely related to the grant 
and to furtherance of the objectives of 
the EOA. This rule states that CSA will 
make a determination as to the accepta¬ 
bility of organizations as recipients of 
membership dues when warranted and 
provides procedures for requesting ap¬ 
proval for payment of dues and criteria 
for review. 

DATE: This rule becomes effective De¬ 
cember 15, 1977. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Ms. Jacqueline G. Lemire, 202-254- 
5047. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION. 
On September 14, 1977 CSA filed a pro¬ 
posed rule in the Federal Register (42 
FR 46063) on payment of professional 
dues charged to grant funds and com¬ 
ments were requested on or before 
October 20, 1977. 

By the closing date 272 comments had 
been received from the citizens of Buf¬ 
falo. N.Y., 38 from Community Action 
Agencies and Limited Purpose Agencies, 
4 from SEOOs, 2 from national associa¬ 
tions, 1 from a Regional CAA Associa¬ 
tion, and 1 from a Regional Office staff 
member. (CSA does not consider un¬ 
signed correspondence acceptable.) 

Only six respondents were in total 
agreement with the proposed regulation. 
The 272 comments from Buffalo and four 
from other sources contained general 
negative statements. 

Three commentors noted that profes¬ 
sional organizations would be less inde¬ 
pendent of CSA and two others added 
that advocacy would be limited severely. 

There were a number of criticisms of 
the fact that the proposed rule did not 


provide specific guidelines, definitions, 
evaluation and monitoring criteria, and 
no indication of whether the regulation 
would be temporary or permanent or 
how it could be changed. The final rule 
has been expanded to cover these areas. 
Four respondents requested that in¬ 
dividual memberships be an allowable 
cost. Several assumed that this was a 
change in policy and requested that CSA 
“continue” to approve Individual mem¬ 
berships. This has never been an allow¬ 
able cost and CSA has determined that 
the policy should continue in effect. 

In response to a question as to whether 
payment of registration fees will be per¬ 
missible, CSA has expanded the scope of 
the policy statement to cover all expenses 
related to memberships in a professional 
organization and participation in its ac¬ 
tivities. 

Several grantees interpreted the pro¬ 
posed rule to mean that only one mem¬ 
bership may be purchased by any grant¬ 
ee. It was and is not the intent to limit 
the number of organizations to which a 
grantee may belong but rather to limit 
the number of memberships which it 
may purchase in any one organization. 

The question was raised regarding pay¬ 
ment of memberships for delegate agen¬ 
cies which are created by a CAA. The 
rule has been revised to permit such pay¬ 
ment for delegate agencies in states 
where the CAA is state-wide. 

There were a number of specific sug¬ 
gestions regarding the methods which 
CSA might employ in approving organi¬ 
zations and costs, e.g. that CSA impose 
dollar liipits and require regularly sched¬ 
uled certifications; that grantees sub¬ 
mit detailed plans at time of funding 
submission; and that CSA compile a list 
of such organizations yearly and include 
them on the Form 25 with a dollar cost. 
The final rule incorporates some of these 
suggestions. 

CSA thanks everyone who took the 
time and made the effort to respond to 
the proposed rule. 

Graciela (Grace) Olivarez, 
Director. 

45 CFR 1068 is amended as follows: 
Sec. 

1068.30- 1 Applicability. 

1068.30- 2 Policy. 

1068.30- 3 Criteria for review and approval. 

1068.30- 4 Procedures. 

Authority: Sec. 602, 78 Stat. 530; 42 U.S.C. 
2942. 

§ 1068.30—1 Applicability. 

This subpart is applicable to all 
grantees receiving financial assistance 
under the Economic Opportunity Act of 
1964 as amended when that assistance is 
administered by the Community Services 
Administration. 

§ 1068.30-2 Policy. 

(a) Allowable Costs. CSA permits the 
expenditure of grant funds for the pay¬ 
ment of membership dues and other re¬ 
lated expenses to professional organiza¬ 
tions whose purposes are closely related 
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to those of the grant and/or in further¬ 
ance of the objectives of the Economic 
Opportunity Act and within the limita¬ 
tions described below: 

(1) Grantees are limited to the pur¬ 
chase of a single agency membership in 
any appropriate organization (s) which 
are found acceptable by CSA whether at 
the state, regional, or national level. 
(Note: This does not limit the number 
of organizations to which a grantee may 
belong but rather limits the number of 
memberships which it may purchase in 
any one organization.) 

(2) Memberships may not be pur¬ 
chased in the name of any delegate 
agency or individual. Exception: In 
those states where the Community Ac¬ 
tion Agency is state-wide memberships 
may be purchased for those agencies to 
whom the CAA has delegated major re¬ 
sponsibilities for program operations. 

(3) Expenditures of grant funds for 
costs incurred through attendance at 
events sponsored by professional orga¬ 
nizations, including travel and per diem, 
must be in compliance with the relevant 
CSA regulations. (Where specific CSA 
regulations or guidelines do not exist, for 
example for registration costs, grantees 
will be guided by costs charged by com¬ 
parable organizations. Excessive costs 
will be disallowed.) 

(b) Prior Approval Requirement. Ef¬ 
fective December 15, 1977 written prior 
approval of the CSA Administering Of¬ 
fice is required for expending funds for 
the payment of both initial and renewal 
membership dues. This will be accom¬ 
plished by including the proposed ex¬ 
penditures in the budget submission ac¬ 
companying the initial or refunding 
grant application or through a request 
for budget change. 

g 1068.30—3 Criteria for review and 
approval. 

(a) Review Criteria. If a grantee re¬ 
quests approval to expend funds for 
membership in a state, regional or na¬ 
tional organization the CSA Administer¬ 
ing Office will assure that: 

(1) Its purposes are closely related to 
that of the grant and to furtherance of 
the objectives of the EOA; 

(2) The membership benefits the pro¬ 
gram/agency and not merely and indi¬ 
vidual; 

(3) The organization has not been 
found to be unacceptable by CSA (see 
(b) below); and 

(4) The professional organization to 
which membership dues will be paid is 
not providing funds or other support, di¬ 
rectly or indirectly, to an organization or 
organizations which CSA has determined 
is not an appropriate recipient of mem¬ 
bership dues derived from grant funds. 
(See (b) below.) 

(b) Determination of acceptability. 

(1) CSA will make a determination as 

to the acceptability of organizations as 
recipients of membership dues where 
warranted. The determination may be 
based on the findings of audits con¬ 
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ducted by CSA or undertaken by a third 
party on its behalf or other sources of 
information/data which will enable CSA 
to make the following determinations: 

(1) That the activities of the organi¬ 
zation are in furtherance of the objec¬ 
tives of the EOA, and 

(ii) That the organization has an ac¬ 
ceptable track record based on, where 
appropriate, such factors as: 

(A) Administrative capability; 

(B) Soundness of its fiscal system; 

(C) Availability and acceptability of 
its audits; 

(D) Procedures for and conduct of 
elections; 

(E) Federal access to records; 

(F) Clear and concise recordkeeping, 
including travel expenditures. 

(2) CSA intends to publish specific 
criteria and procedures for use by Head¬ 
quarters and Regional Offices in under¬ 
taking audits. 

(3) The list of unacceptable organiza¬ 
tions will be published as a revision to 
this subpart and to Attachment A of 
Instruction 6803-6 whenever there are 
changes to the list. 

. (4) Attachment A contains the 
name(s) of organizations currently 
found to be unacceptable. All other na¬ 
tional, State and regional organizations 
are determined to be acceptable at this 
time if they are in conformance with the 
criteria outlined in § 1068.30-3 (a). How¬ 
ever, CSA retains the prerogative to un¬ 
dertake reviews of other organizations at 
any time and subsequently to revise and 
publish the list. If CSA finds an organi¬ 
zation to be unacceptable to receive CSA 
funds in payment of membership dues, 
CSA will also consider unallowable any 
other expenditures of grant funds, effec¬ 
tive the date of the determination, which 
go to support directly or indirectly ac¬ 
tivities of this organization including 
travel to meetings or training seminars 
sponsored bv such organization, payment 
of registration fees at such events, etc. 

§ 1068.30—4 Procedures. 

Beginning December 15, 1977 CSA Ad¬ 
ministering Offices will accept requests 
for payment of dues when included in 
budget submissions of grant applications 
or as requests for budget changes during 
the program year. 

(a) Programs which require submis¬ 
sion of CAP Form 25. Costs for proposed 
payment of membership dues will be in¬ 
cluded in Cost Category 2.5, Other Costs, 
on the Form 25. In addition the Form 25 
must be accompanied by CAP Form 25a, 
Program Account Budget Support Sheet, 
on which all such membership costs are 
individually itemized to include the name 
of each organization and the cost of the 
membership. 

(b) Programs Which Require Sub¬ 
mission of Form 325. Costs for payment 
of membership dues will be included in 
Cost Category 2.6, Other Direct Costs, 
on the Form 325. In addition the Form 
325 must be accompanied by Form 325a, 
Budget Support Sheet. Part III of this 
Sheet must include all membership costs 


individually itemized to include the 
name of the organization and cost of 
the membership. 

Attachment A 

list or unacceptable organizations 

National Association for Community De¬ 
velopment (NACD) 

|FR Doc.77-35781 Filed 12-14-77:8:45 am) 
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CHAPTER XIV— NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF 
EDUCATION, DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, 
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 

PART 1470—EDUCATION AND WORK 
GRANTS PROGRAM 

Final Rule for Awarding Federal Funds 

AGENCY: National Institute of Educa¬ 
tion (NIE). 

ACTION: Final rule. 

SUMMARY: These amendments change 
the research topics to be funded under 
the Education and Work Grants Pro¬ 
gram. Changes have been recommended 
by teachers, researchers, and business- 
persons so that schools can make stu¬ 
dents more aware of and better prepared 
for careers. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: As required by sec¬ 
tion 431(d) of the General Education 
Provisions Act, as amended (20 U.S.C. 
1232(d)). these amendments to the regu¬ 
lations have been transmitted to the 
Congress concurrently with the publica¬ 
tion of this document in the Federal 
Register. That section provides that 
regulations subject thereto shall become 
effective on the forty-fifth day following 
the date of transmission, subject to the 
provisions therein concerning Congres¬ 
sional action and adjournment. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Richard Werksman, Regulations Offi¬ 
cer, Office of Administration and Man¬ 
agement, National Insttiute of Educa¬ 
tion, room 639-B, Mail Stop 33, 1200 
19th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 
20208, 202-254-7924. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Under the authority of Section 405 of 
the General Education Provisions Act, as 
amended (20 U.S.C. 1221e), a notice of 
proposed rulemaking which set forth the 
proposed amendments to the Education 
and Work Grant Program Regulations 
(45 CFR 1470) was published in the Fed¬ 
eral Register on May 31, 1977. Interested 
persons were invited to submit written 
comments concerning the proposed 
amendments. Listed below are the com¬ 
ments received and the response to each. 

Comment. One coramenter suggested 
that the term “skills” not be used with¬ 
out qualification as to various types of 
skills. The introduction of categories 
such as adaptive, functional and content 
skills was mentioned as a possibility. 

Response. No change has been made. 
The research literature contains many 
suggestions for differentiating various 
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types of skills. No one alternative is 
clearly superior for the research objec¬ 
tives of this grant program. Rather than 
be prescriptive, it is more appropriate to 
allow the applicant to suggest the con¬ 
ceptual and research basis for using one 
or another scheme for differentiating 
among various types of skills. 

Comment: Another commenter recom¬ 
mended that all research projects be re¬ 
quired to address the influence of sex dis¬ 
crimination, bias, and stereotyping in 
education and training experiences on an 
individual’s capacity to adapt to new 
work situations. 

Response. Section 1470.5(a) (2) has 
been changed to include the phrase, 
“• • • such as race or sex bias * • •” 
This section is intended to require the 
applicant to consider the impact of 
realities of the labor market on occupa¬ 
tional change and include these consid¬ 
erations in the design of the research. It 
is appropriate to include explicit refer¬ 
ence to racial and sex bias as examples in 
this section along with the other 
realities of the labor market that are to 
be considered by the design of the re¬ 
search. 

Comment. One commenter suggested 
that the regulations on Women and 
Mathematics, Section 1470.5(b) should 
require funded projects “to specifically 
address the impact of race and ethnic 
and socioeconomic background on the 
achievement and participation of women 
in the study of mathematics.” 

Response. No change has been made. 
As stated in Section 1470.5(b), the 
basic research question is to identify “the 
major positive and negative factors 
related to the participation and achieve¬ 
ment of women in the study of mathe¬ 
matics.” In the research area described 
in Section 1470.5(b) (2) (i), applicants 
can select from “cognitive, affective, 
educational, familial or social factors.” 
Race, ethnic and socioeconomic back¬ 
ground would be included in familial or 
social factors. Thus applicants could 
choose to study the influences of race, 
ethnic and socioeconomic background on 
women’s participation and achievement 
in mathematics. 

Requiring that such variables be in¬ 
cluded in all proposed studies, as sug¬ 
gested by the commenter, would tend to 
severely limit the scope of the proposed 
studies. Because studies have shown that 
few women have in the past participated 
in the study of mathematics at advanced 
levels, requiring studies to investigate the 
influence of race and ethnic and socio¬ 
economic background would unduly 
limit the sample chosen for study. For 
example, to study adequately the effects 
of race, many women of each specified 
race who participate in mathematics 
would have to be identified for partici¬ 
pation in each proposed study. Such 
samples would be almost impossible to 
obtain, especially given the current fund¬ 
ing levels for the Women and Mathe¬ 
matics grants program. Although these 
variables may indeed be related to 
achievement in mathematics, requiring 
all applicants to investigate these influ¬ 
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ences. along with others selected by the 
researchers, would appear to restrict the 
potential types of individuals selected to 
participate in the proposed studies. 

Comment. The same commenter sug¬ 
gested that projects funded under Sec¬ 
tion 1470.5(b) (2) (i) “should specifically 
consider the problems of sex-role sociali¬ 
zation (including its relationship to 
mathematical textbooks and educational 
materials) and the absence of role 
models” as major factors influencing 
women’s participation in the study of 
mathematics. 

Response. No change has been made. 
Requiring ail studies to investigate the 
influence of sex-role socialization and 
the absence of role models would result 
in a very narrow range of studies focus¬ 
ing on these topics to the exclusion of 
the study of other significant factors. 
Although the areas of study suggested 
by the commenter are certainly signifi¬ 
cant ones, and fall within the range of 
eligible factors, requiring every applicant 
to study these factors would unduly re¬ 
strict the range of/potential studies. 

Comment. The same commenter also 
suggested that a new research area 
should follow Section 1470.5(b) (2) (iii) 
which would invite applicants to “Pro¬ 
pose methods to assist women in over¬ 
coming their self-sex-related biases and 
stereotyping with respect to mathe¬ 
matics, including but not limited to 
courses, counseling and exposures to 
women in the field.” The commenter 
added that such studies would address 
“both the internal and external factors 
identified and examined by these 
projects.” 

Response. No addition has been made. 
This suggestion is clearly outside the 
scope of the intended research areas of 
the Women and Mathematics grants 
competition (it is a noneligible project) 
but is indicative of the next logical step 
of program development based on the 
major factor identified in this grants 
competition. The commenter has sug¬ 
gested a development activity that should 
follow the identification of these factors 
and should not take place concurrently. 
Additionally, development activities, such 
as those suggested, are clearly ineligible 
under the current grants competition. 
Section 1470.6 lists ineligible projects to 
include improvement of educational pro¬ 
grams: course development; development 
or adaptation of procedures, techniques, 
materials, or equipment; and, demon¬ 
stration projects. “Proposing methods to 
assist women” is not a research but a 
development project and is clearly out¬ 
side the scope of eligible projects. 

Comment: Another commenter sug¬ 
gested that the evaluation criteria should 
reference the applicant’s equal employ¬ 
ment opportunity practices and should 
also require applicants to show how they 
will comply with the intent of the Na¬ 
tional Council on Educational Research 
(NCER) Resolution 19.6 which calls for 
more involvement of qualified women and 
minorities in educational research and 
development. 
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Response. No change has been made. 
Two issues are addressed in this response. 
The first has to do with encouraging and 
enforcing equal employment opportunity 
practices. Any recipient of Federal finan¬ 
cial assistance must comply with Federal 
requirements regarding equal employ¬ 
ment opportunities as a condition of as¬ 
sistance. 

The second issue has to do with the In¬ 
stitute’s policies and procedures to im¬ 
plement NCER Resolution 19.6. The In¬ 
stitute is continuing to develop various 
strategies and programs to implement 
this resolution, including wide dissemi¬ 
nation of information about NEI grants 
programs, including this one, to women 
and minorities. But the Institute has not 
determined that implementation of the 
resolution requires that every grant ap¬ 
plication should be evaluated on the basis 
of how the applicant will Increase the in¬ 
volvement of women and minorities in 
educational research. 

The Council is now considering the Di¬ 
rector’s first report on implementation 
of the Resolution and has before it the 
comments of the National Advisory 
Council on Women’s Educational Pro¬ 
grams. Pending the results of this review, 
it would be premature to levy a re¬ 
quirement on the applicants to this pro¬ 
gram. 

Application Information. The National 
Institute of Education is not inviting ap¬ 
plications in response to this regulation 
at this time. A notice of closing date, in¬ 
cluding application procedures for Fiscal 
Year 1977, was published in the Federal 
Register on May 31.1977 (42 FR 27677). 

Note. —The National Institute of Educa¬ 
tion has determined that this document does 
not contain a major proposal requiring prep¬ 
aration of an Inflation Impact Statement 
under Executive Order No. 11821 and OMB 
Circular A-107. 

Dated: September 28, 1977. 

Patricia Albjerg Graham, 

Director , 

National Institute of Education . 

Approved: December 8, 1977. 

Joseph A. Califano, Jr. 

Secretary of Health , Education , 
and Welfare. 

Title 45, Subchapter B of Chapter XIV, 
Part 1470 of the Code of Federal Reg¬ 
ulations Is amended as follows: 

§ 1470.2 r Amended] 

1. Section 1470.2(c) is deleted. 

2. Section 1470.3 is amended to read 
as follows: 

§ 1470.3 Definitions. 

As used in this part: 

“Research project” means a project 
designed to increase or synthesize basic 
knowledge about processes or conditions 
relevant to career development; and to 
provide answers to research problems 
which can be utilized in program devel¬ 
opment or for making policy decisions 
relating to education and work program 
objectives*. 
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3. Section 1470.5 is amended to read as 
follows: 

§ 1470.5 Eligible research projects. 

An award will be made for a project 
which seeks to answer questions in one 
of two problem areas related to the ob¬ 
jective of this part: 

(a> Occupational change and assess - 
ment for career preparation. Research in 
this problem area must have the objec¬ 
tive of improving understanding of how 
educational experiences and programs 
can better prepare individuals to per¬ 
form successfully in a number of jobs 
or occupations. Movement from training 
to job might be studied. 

(1) A project must address one or 
more of the following questions: 

(1) To what extent may a series of jobs 
held by individuals be related by simi¬ 
larities of skills, abilities or attributes 
required by the Jobs? 

(A) The research must go beyond 
identifying the relatedness of various 
jobs. 

(B) An applicant may propose to de¬ 
scribe and explain how individual move¬ 
ment among various jobs is or is not re¬ 
lated to these similarities. 

(C) An applicant may propose a va¬ 
riety of w r ays that jobs can be defined 
and analyzed, and that the skill, ability 
or attribute requirements of jobs can be 
validly defined and assessed. 

(ii) What skills, abilities or attributes 
enable an individual to adapt success¬ 
fully to new jobs or occupations? 

(A) The research must go beyond de¬ 
scribing the many ways in which work 
situations can and do differ from one an¬ 
other. 

(B) The research must explore the 
reasons why individuals are or are not 
successful in adapting to these changes. 

(C) An applicant may propose to ex¬ 
amine any of a variety of influences on 
successful adaptation, including, but not 
limited to, changes in motivational and 
reward systems, and changes in patterns 
or procedures for doing work. 

(2) Research supported under this 
part may analyze the actual experience 
of individuals. In presenting the design 
of the study and discussing the potential 
utility of the findings, an applicant shall 
take into account the fact that actual 
job changes are often constrained by a 
number of influences, including but not 
limited to the structure of the labor mar¬ 
ket and realities such as labor union reg¬ 
ulations, employer biases, such as race or 
sex bias, in selection and promotion de¬ 
cisions, license and certification require¬ 
ments and structured job ladders. 

(b) Women and mathematics. (1) The 
central research question to be addressed 
by applications under this problem area 
is: What are the major positive and neg¬ 
ative factors related to the participation 
and achievement of women in the study 
of mathematics and their preferences 
for occupations requiring mathematical 
competence? 

(i) An application may focus on wom¬ 
en alone or on male-female differences 
in school, home, community or work 
settings. 
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(ii) The study of mathematics includes 
computation, comprehension, applica¬ 
tion, analysis and problem solving at any 
level of schooling or training. However, 
an applicant must not limit the study of 
mathematics to basic computational 
skills or skills with computational algo¬ 
rithms. 

(iii) An applicant investigating par¬ 
ticipation in mathematics courses must 
investigate women’s enrollment and re¬ 
tention rates in mathematics courses 
beyond the minimal school requirements. 

(2) An applicant must propose to do 
one or more of the following: 

(i) Identify and explain how selected 
cognitive, affective, educational, familial 
or social factors influence the achieve¬ 
ment and participation of women in 
grades seven through twelve in their 
study of mathematics, their attitudes to¬ 
ward the study and usefulness of mathe¬ 
matics and their preferences for occupa¬ 
tions requiring mathematical compe¬ 
tence. An applicant must include reviews 
of related research and the development 
and testing of hypotheses based on a 
sound theoretical foundation. 

(ii) Identify when and how women 
make major decisions regarding their 
participation in mathematics courses and 
occupations requiring mathematical 
competence. 

(A) Identify and explain how major 
personal characteristics, social influ¬ 
ences and characteristics of institutions 
such as schools and home affect those 
decisions. 

(B) Explain how women make these 
decisions and how these decisions affect 
later occupational and educational out¬ 
comes. 

(C) Decisions must include but not be 
limited to those made in grades seven 
through twelve. 

(iii) Evaluate the impact of one or 
more programs designed to increase the 
participation and achievement of w f omen 
in grades seven through twelve in mathe¬ 
matics courses or their preferences for 
occupations requiring mathematical 
competence. 

(A) Identify the significant character¬ 
istics of these programs, assess their 
effectiveness relative to each other or a 
control group on a variety of achieve¬ 
ment, participation and attitude meas¬ 
ures, and describe how these programs 
could be implemented in other locations, 
including necessary conditions for suc¬ 
cess such as staff development or other 
prerequisites. 

(B) These programs might include in¬ 
tervention programs or schools where 
an unusually high percentage of women 
elect to study mathematics beyond the 
minimal requirements. 

4. Section 1470.7(b) (1) (iii) is amend¬ 
ed to read as follows: 

§ 1470.7 Application require men Is. 

• • • * * 

(b) • • • 

( 1 ) • • • 

(iii) The substantive area, as de¬ 
scribed in 5 1470.5 in which the appli¬ 
cant wishes the project to be reviewed; 

• • • • * 


5. Section 1470.9(a) (1) and (a) (4) are 
amended to read as follows: 

§ 1470.9 Evaluation criteria, 

(a) * • • 

(1) The significance of the proposed 
research for American education (25%), 
including: 

(i) The importance of the problem area 
from the standpoint of basic knowledge 
or problems of American education; 

(ii) The likely magnitude of the addi¬ 
tion that will be made to knowledge if 
the project is successful, including the 
generalizability of the results; 

(iii) The>appropriateness of the pro¬ 
posed activities to the purposes of the 
grants program as specified in this regu¬ 
lation. 

• ♦ • » • 

(4) Qualifications of the principal in¬ 
vestigator and other professional per¬ 
sonnel (10%), as evidenced by: 

(1) Experience and previous research 
productivity; and 

(ii) The quality .of the discussion and 
analysis in the application. 

Appendix [Deleted] 

7. The Appendix is deleted. 

[FR Doc.77-35780 Filed 12-14-77:8:45 am) 

[4910-14] 

Title 46—Shipping 

CHAPTER I—COAST GUARD, 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

[CGD 77-118b] 

PART 7—BOUNDARY LINES 

Republication of Boundary Lines: 
Correction 

AGENCY: Coast Guard, DOT. 

ACTION: Correction. 

SUMMARY: This document corrects FR 
Doc. 77-19343 appearing at page 35793 of 
the July 11, 1977 issue of the Federal 
Register. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Captain G. K. Greiner. Marine Safety 
Council (G-CMC/81), Room 8117. De¬ 
partment of Transportation, Nassif 
Building, 400 Seventh Street SW., 
Washington, D.C. 20590, 202-426-1477. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The following corrections are made: 

1. On page 35793, third column, insert 
the words “PART 7—BOUNDARY 
LINES” above the heading “GENERAL”. 

2. On page 35794, third column, the 
tenth line of § 7.95 should read: “Shoal 
(29*35.8' N. latitude, 89 c 00.8' W”). 

Dated: December 6,1977. 

O. W. Siler, 

Admiral , U.S. Coast Guard, 
Commandant. 

|FR Doc.77-35550 Filed 12-14-77:8:45 am] 
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(COD 75-184) 

PART 182—MACHINERY INSTALLATION 

Integral Diesel Fuel Tanks on Small 
Passenger Vessels 

AGENCY: Coast Guard, DOT. 

ACTION: Final rules. 

SUMMARY: This document amends the 
small passenger vessel regulations to 
prohibit building a diesel fuel tank inte¬ 
gral with a fiberglass reinforced plastic 
(FRP) hull made of sandwich construc¬ 
tion, except under conditions contained 
in the amendment. Use of sandwich con¬ 
struction in an FRP hull has become a 
common technique. The prohibition is 
needed to avoid possible fire hazards and 
reduced longitudinal hull strength in 
this type of construction. The amend¬ 
ment will apply to both new'and exist¬ 
ing small passenger vessels. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: This amendment 
becomes effective on January 16, 1978. 

ADDRESS: The test report referenced 
in the discussion of comments is avail¬ 
able for examination at the Marine 
Safety Council (G-CMC/81), Room 8117, 
Department of Transportation, Nassif 
Building, 400 Seventh Street SW.. Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20590. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Captain George K. Greiner, Marine 
Safety Council (G-CMC/81), Room 
8117, Department of Transportation, 
Nassif Building, 400 Seventh Street 
SW., Washington, D.C. 20590, 202- 
426-1477. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
On July 26. 1976, the Coast Guard pub¬ 
lished a notice of proposed rule making 
in the Federal Register (41 FR 30654). 
Interested persons were invited to sub¬ 
mit comments before October 26, 1976. 
Seven comments were received. Two 
commenters supported the rules and 
their safety purpose and four comment¬ 
ers made requests for additional infor¬ 
mation concerning the notice of proposed 
rule making. Substantive issues and 
questions raised in the comments are 
discussed below. 

Drafting Information 

The principal persons involved in 
drafting this amendment are Lieutenant 
Thomas E. Thompson, Project Manager. 
Office of Merchant Marine Safety, and 
William R. Register. Project Attorney, 
Office of the Chief Counsel. 

B\sis and Purpose for the Regulations 

The basis and purpose for the regula¬ 
tions adopted in this rule making were 
discussed at length in the notice of pro¬ 
posed rule making. Significant portions 
of that discussion are repeated as fol¬ 
lows: 

Use of sandwich construction In a fiber¬ 
glass reinforced plastic hull of a vessel that 
has a diesel fuel tank built integral to the 
hull poses a significant safety hazard to the 
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vessel. Defects in the inner laminate of the 
portion of the hull forming one or more 
of the walls of the Integral fuel tank may 
result from various reasons including the 
following: 

a. Improper lay-up or poor workmanship 
during construction. 

b. Severe stress to the hull during vessel 
operation. 

c. A minor vessel collision such as a col¬ 
lision while docking. 

d. Continual, careless, dropping of a fuel 
sounding rod Into the tank. 

A defect in the sandwich construction 
laminate arising from any of these causes 
wlU most likely remain undetected since 
fiberglass tends to spring back to its original 
shape after damage and because the laminate 
is not accessible for inspection. Eventual 
saturation of the core material in sandwich 
construction due to leakage of diesel fuel 
through the defective portion of the lami¬ 
nate Induces deterioration of the core result¬ 
ing In both a fire hazard and a reduction 
In longitudinal hull strength. 

Accordingly, the regulations adopted 
in this rule making are needed to avoid 
possible fire hazards and reduced longi¬ 
tudinal hull strength in FRP hulls made 
of sandwich construction. 

Discussion of Comments 

One commenter asked whether the 
rules would apply to recreational boats 
as well as to small passenger vessels. 
These rules do not apply to recreational 
boats. The regulations for recreational 
boats are contained in Subchapter S of 
Title 33, Code of Federal Regulations. 

One commenter asked whether other 
hull materials could be authorized for 
use in hull construction. Section 175.15-1 
of the small passenger vessel regulations 
contains procedures for using equipment 
that does not meet the express require¬ 
ments of the regulations but that can 
be shown to be at least as effective as 
required equipment. In accordance with 
5 175.15-1, vessel owners and manufac¬ 
turers will be authorized to use other 
hull materials upon a showing that they 
are as effective as the hull materials re¬ 
quired by the final rules in this docu¬ 
ment. 

One commenter, a distributor of plastic 
foams, said that closed-cell, polyvinyl 
chloride foam should be allowed in sand¬ 
wich construction because this material 
absorbs very little fuel and does not dis¬ 
solve or deteriorate in fuel. The Coast 
Guard evaluated the data submitted by 
the commenter and has determined on 
the basis of this evaluation that closed- 
cell, polyvinyl chloride foam does not 
absorb diesel fuel in sufficient quantities 
to be hazardous and does not dissolve in 
diesel fuel. (The determination was also 
based upon analysis of test results con¬ 
tained in a Coast Guard study entitled 
“Evaluation of Flotation Materials Used 
in Recreational Boats.") Accordingly, 
the final rules allow diesel fuel tanks to 
be built integral to an FRP hull made of 
sandwich construction if the core ma¬ 
terial is closed-cell, polyvinyl chloride 
foam. 

Analysis of the notice of proposed rule 
making within the Coast Guard has re¬ 
vealed that it is possible to construct an 
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FRP hull using sandwich construction in 
each portion of the hull other than where 
integral fuel tanks are installed. The 
hazards that the final rules are intended 
to prevent can be avoided through the 
use of this design practice and. accord¬ 
ingly, the final rules have been modified 
to allow construction of an FRP hull 
made partially with sandwich construc¬ 
tion as long as no hull portion integral 
with a fuel tank consists of sandwich 
construction. 

In consideration of the foregoing, Part 
182 of Title 46, Code of Federal Regula¬ 
tions, is amended by revising paragraph 
(a) and by adding a new paragraph (a- 
1) to § 182.20-22. As revised § 182.20-22 
reads as follows: 

§ 182.20-22 Integral diesel fuel tanks. 

(a) A diesel fuel tank may not be bulit 
integral with the hull of a vessel unless 
the hull is made of— 

(1) Steel; 

(2) Aluminum; or 

(3) Fiberglass reinforced plastic that 
is— 

(i) Not sandwich construction; 

(ii) Sandwich construction with core 
material of closed-cell, polyvinyl chlo¬ 
ride foam; or 

(iii) Sandwich construction only where 
the hull is not integral with the tank. 

(a- 1 ) Each vessel contracted for before 
January 16, 1978 that has a fiberglass 
reinforced plastic hull made of sandwich 
construction in whole or in part may 
postpone compliance with paragraph (a) 
of this section until its next inspection for 
certification or reinspection, whichever 
occurs first. 


(46 U.S.C. 375, 390(b). and 416; 49 U.S.C. 
1655(b); and 49 CFR 1.48) 

Note. —The Coast Ou&rd has determined 
that this document does not contain a major 
proposal requiring preparation of an Eco¬ 
nomic Impact Statement under Executive 
Order 11821, as amended, and OMB Circular 
A-107. 

Dated: December 8, 1977. 

O. W. Siler, 

Admiral, U.S. Coast Guard 
Commandant . 

[FR Doc.77-36760 Filed 12-14-77;8:45 ami 


[6712-01 ] 

Title 47—Telecommunication 

CHAPTER I—FEDERAL 
COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION 

[Docket No. 21388; RM-28581 

PART 73—RADIO BROADCAST SERVICES 

Television Broadcast Station in Lowry, 
S. Dak.; Changes Made in Table of 
Assignments 

AGENCY: Federal Communications 

Commission. 

ACTION: Report and Order. 

SUMMARY: This action assigns three 
UHF television channels to Lowry, South 
Dakota, for translator use, to provide 
service from the three networks for the 
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first time to the residents of the five 
county area. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: January 20, 1978. 

ADDRESSES: Federal Communications 
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20554. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Mark N. Lipp. Broadcast Bureau, 202- 

632-7792. 

SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION: 

Report and Order—Proceeding 
Terminated 

Adopted: December 6, 1977. 

Released: December9, 1977. 

In the matter of amendment of § 73.606 
(b). Table of Assignments , Television 
Broadcast Stations. (Lowry, S. Dak., 
Docket No. 21386. RM-2858. 

1. The Commission has before it the 
Notice of Proposed Rule Making, 42 FR 
46065, adopted September 2. 1977, issued 
in response to a petition submitted by the 
South Dakota Five County Television 
Translator District. Petitioner proposed 
the assignment of UHF television Chan¬ 
nels 56. 62, and 68 to Lowry, Dak., for 
high-power translator use and in com¬ 
ments reaffirmed its intention to apply 
for the channels If assigned. No other 
comments were submitted. 

2. The Notice indicated that the pur¬ 
pose of the request was to bring com¬ 
mercial television service from the three 
major networks for the first time to the 
residents of Lowry (pop. 35) and to the 
counties of Campbell (pop. 2,866), Ed¬ 
munds (pop. 5,548), McPherson (pop. 
5,022), Potter (pop. 4,449) and Walworth 
(pop. 7,842), all in South Dakota. To do 
this, petitioner would employ high-power 
(1000 watt) UHF translators which un¬ 
der the commission's rules may operate 
only on assigned channels. On behalf of 
its proposal to make the necessary as¬ 
signments, petitioner states that some 
32,000 persons receive no TV service from 
the three networks, and that public ex¬ 
pression of interest in such service was 
indicated in a ballot regarding the use of 
public money to build and operate these 
stations. The Commission finds that, 
based on the provision of network serv¬ 
ices for the first time to such a large pop¬ 
ulation. an adequate case has been made 
for the assignment of the three chan¬ 
nels proposed. We note that § 74.732(b) 
of the Commission's rules, would permit 
licensing three translator stations to a 
single entity if it is determined at the 
application stage that sufficient need 
exists. 

3. The assignment of Channels 56. 62 
and 68 to Lowry, S. Dak., complies with 
all applicable technical requirements. 
Canadian concurrence of the proposals 
has been obtained.* 

4. Accordingly , it is ordered , That 
5 73.606(b) of the Commission's rules is 
amended, effective January 20. 1978, in- 


1 Although Lowry is situated slightly more 
than 400 kilometers (250 miles) from Canada, 
concurrence was requested to allow flexibility 
in transmitter site selection. 
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sofar as the community listed is con¬ 
cerned, as follows: 

City Channel No. 

Lowry, 8. Dak-*11 — . 56, 62-K 68 — 

5. The Commission's authority for the 
action taken herein is contained in sec¬ 
tions 4(1). 5(d)(1). 303(g) and (r), and 
307(b) of the Communications Act of 
1934, as amended, and § 0.281 of the 
Commission's rules and regulations. 

6. It is further ordered, That this pro¬ 
ceeding is terminated. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

Wallace E. Johnson, 

Chief, Broadcast Bureau. 

|FR Doc.77-35782 Filed 12-14-77;8:45 am) 


[7035-01 ] 

Title 49—Transportation 

CHAPTER X—INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

SUBCHAPTER A—GENERAL RULES AND 
REGULATIONS 

(SERVICE ORDER NO. 1287J 

PART 1033—CAR SERVICE 

Norfolk and Western Railway Company and 
the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Com¬ 
pany Authorized To Operate Over Tracks 
Constructed by the Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania in Vicinity of Mt. Pleasant, 
Pa.; Norfolk and Western Railway Com¬ 
pany Authorized To Operate Over Tracks 
of the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Com¬ 
pany Between Connellsville, Pa., and Mt. 
Pleasant 

AGENCY: Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission. 

ACTION: Emergency Order (Service 
Order No. 1287). 

SUMMARY: The Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania has constructed a new rail¬ 
road from Westmoreland. Pennsylvania, 
to a new automobile assembly plant lo¬ 
cated nearby. The Baltimore and Ohio 
and the Norfolk and Western railroads 
have been selected by the State to op¬ 
erate tills line. To reach connection with 
its own line, the Norfolk and Western 
must operate over Baltimore and Ohio 
tracks between Westmoreland and Con¬ 
nellsville, Pa. The new manufacturing 
plant is now ready to receive machinery 
and auto parts preparatory to the com¬ 
mencement of operations early In 1978. 
Service Order No. 1287 authorizes these 
railroads to operate over the lines de¬ 
scribed pending disposition by the Com¬ 
mission of their applications seeking 
permanent authority. 

DATES: Effective 11:59 p.m., Decem¬ 
ber 11, 1977. Expires 11:59 p.m., May 31, 
1978. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

C. C. Robinson, Chief, Utilization and 
Distribution Branch, Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission, Washington, D.C. 
20423, telephone: 202-275-7840, telex 
89-2742. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

The Order is printed in full below: 

At a session of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission, Railroad Service 
Board, held in Washington, D.C., on the 
9th day of December, 1977. 

A new automobile assembly plant has 
been constructed in Westmoreland 
County, Pennsylvania, on a site approxi¬ 
mately four miles from the Mt. Pleasant 
branch of the Baltimore and Ohio Rail¬ 
road Company (B&O). The Common¬ 
wealth of Pennsylvania (Common¬ 
wealth) has constructed 3.89 miles of 
railroad to connect this plant site with 
that line of the B&O and has authorized 
use of the new line by both the B&O and 
the Norfolk and Western Railway Com¬ 
pany (N&W). The N&W has requested 
and the B&O has agreed to use by the 
N&W of the B&O line between Connells¬ 
ville, Pennsylvania, and Mt. Pleasant in 
order to provide the N&W with access to 
the newly constructed line. Applications 
have been filed with the Commission by 
the B&O and the N&W in Finance Docket 
No. 28582 and by the N&W in Finance 
Docket No. 28575 seeking permanent 
authority to operate over the aforemen¬ 
tioned trackage in the manner described. 
Inbound materials needed to commence 
manufacturing operations at this auto¬ 
mobile assembly plant are scheduled for 
shipment to the plant commencing De¬ 
cember 12, 1977. Unless these materials 
are received as scheduled, the assembly 
plant will be unable to commence opera¬ 
tions early in 1978 resulting in serious 
economic loss and continued unemploy¬ 
ment in Westmoreland County. 

It is the opinion of the Commission 
that an emergency exists and that oper¬ 
ation by the B&O and the N&W over 
these tracks constructed by the Com¬ 
monwealth and by the N&W over these 
tracks of the B&O is necessary in the 
interest of the public pending disposition 
of the applications of the B&O and the 
N&W seeking permanent authority to 
operate over these tracks; that notice 
and public procedure are impracticable 
and contrary to the public interest; and 
that good cause exists for making this 
order effective upon less than thirty 
days' notice. 

It is ordered, That: 8 1033.1287 Nor¬ 
folk and Western Railway Company and 
the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Com¬ 
pany authorized to operate over tracks 
constructed by the Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania in vicinity of Mt. Pleasant, 
Pa.; Norfolk and Western Railway Com¬ 
pany authorized to operate over tracks 
of the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad 
Company between Connellsville, Pa., and 
Mt. Pleasant. 

(a) The Baltimore and Ohio Railroad 
Company (B&O) and the Norfolk and 
Western Railway Company (N&W) are 
authorized to operate over new tracks 
constructed by the Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania between a connection with 
the Mt. Pleasant branch of the B&O at 
Mt. Pleasant, Pa., and a newly con¬ 
structed automobile assembly plant in 
East Huntington Township, Westmore- 
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land County, Pa., a distance of approxi¬ 
mately 3.89 miles. 

(b) The N&W is authorized to operate 
over tracks of the B&O between Con- 
nellsviile. Pa., and Mt. Pleasant, a dis¬ 
tance of approximately 16.22 miles. 

(c) Application. The provisions of this 
order shall apply to intrastate, interstate, 
and foreign traffic. 

(d) The temporary operating authori¬ 
ties granted by this order shall not be 
considered as a prejudgement by the 
Commission of the applications of the 
B&O and N&W in Finance Dockets 28582 
and 28575 seeking permanent authorities 
to operate over these tracks. 

(e) Effective date. This order shall 
become effective at 11:59 p.m., Decem¬ 
ber 11,1977. 

(f) Expiration date. The provisions of 
this order shall expire at 11:59 p.m., 
May 31, 1978, unless otherwise modified, 
changed, or suspended by order of this 
Commission. 

(49 U.S.C. 1(10-17).) 

It is further ordered, That copies of 
this order shall be served upon the As¬ 
sociation of American Railroads, Car 
Service Division, as agent of the rail¬ 
roads subscribing to the car service and 
car hire agreement under the terms of 
that agreement and upon the American 
Short Line Railroad Association; and 
that notice of this order shall be given 
to the general public by depositing a 
copy in the Office of the Secretary of the 
Commission at Washington, D.C., and 
by filing it with the Director, Office of 
the Federal Register. 

By the Commission, Railroad Service 
Board, members Robert S. Turkington 
and Leonard L. Schloer. 

H.G. Homme, Jr„ 
Acting Secretary . 

| PR Doc.77-35792 Piled 12-14-77:8:45 am| 


[ 4310-55 ] 

Title 50—Wildlife and Fisheries 

CHAPTER I—UNITED STATES FISH AND 
WILDLIFE SERVICE, DEPARTMENT OF 
THE INTERIOR 

PART 33—SPORT FISHING 

Opening of DeSoto National Wildlife Refuge, 
Iowa and Nebraska, to Sport Fishing 

AGENCY: Fish and Wildlife Service, In¬ 
terior. 

ACTION : Special Regulation. 
SUMMARY: The Director has deter¬ 
mined that the opening to sport fishing 
of DeSoto National Wildlife Refuge is 
compatible with the objectives for which 
the area was established, will utilize a 
renewable natural resource, and will pro¬ 
vide additional recreational opportunity 
to the public. 

DATES: January 1, 1978 through Feb¬ 
ruary 28.1978 and April 15. 1978 through 
September 30,1978. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

George E. Gage, Refuge Manager, De¬ 
Soto NWR, Rr-1, Box 114, Missouri 

Valley. Iowa 51555, telephone AC 712- 

642-4121. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

§ 33.5 Special regulation*; sport fishing; 
for individual wildlife refuge areas. 

Sport fishing is permitted on the De¬ 
Soto National Wildlife Refuge, Iowa and 
Nebraska, only on areas designated by 
signs and maps as being open to fish¬ 
ing. These areas comprising 800 acres 
are delineated on maps available at the 
refuge headquarters and from the of¬ 
fice of the Area Manager, U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service, Suite 106, Rockcreek 
Office Building, 2701 Rockcreek Park¬ 
way, North Kansas City, Mo. 64116. 
Sport fishing shall be in accordance with 
all applicable Iowa or Nebraska regula¬ 
tions, depending upon which state the 
person is properly licensed for, and sub¬ 
ject to the following regulations, whether 
more restrictive or not: 

1. Area open to ice fishing during daylight 
hours only, provided that ice conditions are 
safe enough to permit this activity. 

2. Area open to sport fishing 6 o.m. to 9 
p.m.. from AprU 15, 1978 through Septem¬ 
ber 30. 1978. 

3. Trot or throw llneB and float lines are 
not permitted. 

4. Archery fishing and spear fishing is 
permitted from May 1,1978, through June 15, 
1978. Only the following fishes can be taken 
with bow and arrow or spear: Bigmouth 
buffalo ( Ictiobus cyprinellus) , Smallmouth 
buffalo ( Ictiobus bubalus), Carp ( Cyprinus 
carpio), Longnose Gar (Lepisostcus osseus), 
and Short nose Gar (Lepisostcus platosto - 
mus). 

5. Taking or attempting to take bait by 
digging or seining is not permitted. 

6. Fishing with more than two lines and 
with more than two hooks on each Une Is 
not permitted. 

7. Motor or wind driven conveyances are 
not permitted on the lake from January 1, 
1978 through February 28. 1978. 

8. The use of boats, with or without mo¬ 
tors, Is permitted from April 15. 1978 through 
September 30, 1978. 

9. From September 15, 1978 through Sep¬ 
tember 30. 1978, only boats without motors 
or boats with motors of 25 horsepower or less 
sure permitted. 

The provisions of this special regula¬ 
tion supplement the regulations which 
govern fishing on wildlife refuge areas 
generally which are set forth in Title 50, 
Code of Federal Regulations, Part 33. 
The public is invited to offer suggestions 
and comments at any time. 

Note.— The US. Fish and WUdlife Service 
has determined that this document does 
not contain a major proposal requiring prep¬ 
aration of an Economic Impact Statement 
under Economic Order 11949 and OMB Cir- 
A-107. 

Dated: November 23,1977. 

George E. Gage, 
Refuge Manager. 

[FR Doc.77-35710 Filed 12-14-77:8:45 am| 
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PART 33—SPORT FISHING 

Opening of Bear River Migratory Bird 
Refuge, Utah, to Sport Fishing 

AGENCY: Fish and Wildlife Service, 
Interior. 

ACTION: Special Regulation. 
SUMMARY: The Director has deter¬ 
mined that the opening to sport fishing 
of the Bear River Migratory Bird Refuge 
is compatible with the objectives for 
which the area was established, will uti¬ 
lize a renewable natural resource, and 
will provide additional recreational op¬ 
portunity to the public. 

DATES: January 1 through December 
31, 1978. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Ned I. Peabody, P.O. Box 459, Brigham 
City. Utah 84302. telephone: 801-744- 
2488. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

§ 33.5 Special regulation*; sport fish¬ 
ing; for individual wildlife refuge 
area*. 

Sport fishing is permitted on the Bear 
River Migratory Bird Refuge. Utah, only 
on the areas designated by signs as being 
open to fishing. These areas comprising 
10 acres are delineated on maps avail¬ 
able at the refuge headquarters and from 
the office of the Area Manager, Fish and 
Wildlife Service, Federal Building, Salt 
Lake City, Utah 84138. Sport fishing 
shall be in accordance with all applica¬ 
ble State regulations subject to the fol¬ 
lowing conditions: 

1. The use of boats is prohibited be¬ 
low the river control gates at refuge 
headquarters. 

2. Fishermen are required to register 
at the refuge office upon entering the 
refuge. 

The provisions of this special regula¬ 
tion supplement the regulations which 
govern fishing on wildlife refuge areas 
generally which are set forth in Title 50, 
Code of Federal Regulations, Part 33. 
The public is invited to offer suggestions 
and comments at any time. 

Note. —The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
has determined that this document does not 
contain a major proposal requiring prepara¬ 
tion of an Economic Impact Statement under 
Executive Order 11949 and OMB Circular 
A-107. 

Dated: December 7, 1977. 

Rodney P. Krey, 
Acting Refuge Manager, Bear 
River Migratory Bird Refuge, 
Brigham City , Utah. 

|FR Doc.77-36711 Filed 12-14-77:8:45 am| 
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This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER contains notices to the public of the proposed issuance of rules and regulations The purpose of 
these notices is to give interested persons an opportunity to participate in the rule making prior to the adoption of the final ru 


[ 3410 - 02 ] 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 
Agricultural Marketing Service 
[ 7 CFR Part 967 ] 

[Arndt. 1[ 

CELERY GROWN IN FLORIDA 

Proposed Increase in Expenses and Rate of 
Assessment 

AGENCY: Agricultural Marketing Serv¬ 
ice. USDA. 

ACTION: Proposed rule. 

SUMMARY: This notice invites written 
comments on a proposed amendment to 
increase expenses to $79,500 and the rate 
of assessment to one-half cents per crate 
of celery for the functioning of the Flor¬ 
ida Celery Committee. The proposed reg¬ 
ulation would enable the committee to 
collect assessments from first handlers 
on all assessable celery handled and to 
use the resulting funds for its expenses. 

DATE: Comments due December 29. 
1977. 

ADDRESSES: Comments should be sent 
to: Hearing Clerk, room 1077 South 
Building, U.S. Department of Agricul¬ 
ture, Washington, D.C. 20250. Two copies 
of all written materials shall be submit¬ 
ted. Comments will be made available 
for public inspection at the office of the 
Hearing Clerk during regular business 
hours. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Acting Deputy Director, Fruit and 
Vegetable Division, AMS, U.S. Depart¬ 
ment of Agriculture, Washington, D.C. 
20250, telephone: 202-447-6393. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Marketing Agreement No. 149 and Order 
No. 967, both as amended, regulate the 
handling of celery grown in Florida. This 
program is effective under the Agricul¬ 
tural Marketing Agreement Act of 1937, 
as amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674). The 
Florida Celery Committee, established 
under the order, is responsible for its lo¬ 
cal administration. 

The proposed Amendment No. 1 is as 
follows: 

Paragraphs (a) and (b) of 5 967.213 
(42 FR 45326) are amended to read as 
follows: 

§ 967.213 Expenses and rate of assess¬ 
ment. 

(a) The reasonable expenses that are 
likely to be incurred during the fiscal 
year ending July 31, 1978, by the Florida 
Celery Committee, for its maintenance 
and functioning, and for such purposes 


as the Secretary determines to be ap¬ 
propriate, will amount to $79,500. 

(b) The rate of assessment to be paid 
by each handler in accordance with this 
part, shall be one and one-half cents 
($0,015) per crate of celery handled by 
him as the first handler during the fiscal 
year. 

+ • * ♦ • 

Dated: December 12, 1977. 

D. S. Kuryloski, 
Acting Deputy Director , Fruit 
and Vegetable Division, Agri¬ 
cultural Marketing Service . 

[FR Doc.77-35790 Filed 12-14-77;8:45 am[ 


[ 3410-02 ] 

[ 7 CFR Part 1004 ] 

MILK IN THE MIDDLE ATLANTIC 
MARKETING AREA 

Termination of Proceeding on Proposed 
Suspension of Certain Provisions of the 
Order 

AGENCY: Agricultural Marketing Serv¬ 
ice. USDA. 

ACTION: Termination of Proceeding. 

SUMMARY: This action terminates the 
suspension proceeding that was initiated 
by a notice of proposed suspension of cer¬ 
tain provisions of the order issued by the 
Deputy Administrator, Program Opera¬ 
tions, on November 18, 1977. The termi¬ 
nation is based on an evaluation of per¬ 
tinent information, including data, views, 
and arguments that were filed in re¬ 
sponse to the notice of proposed suspen¬ 
sion. The suspension was found not to be 
warranted. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: December 15,1977. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Martin J. Dunn, Marketing Specialist, 
Dairy Division. Agricultural Marketing 
Service, U.S. Department of Agricul¬ 
ture, Washington. D.C. 20250, 202-447- 
7311. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Prior document in this proceeding: No¬ 
tice of Proposed Suspension of Certain 
Provisions of the Order—Issued Novem¬ 
ber 18,1977; published November 23,1977 
(42 FR 59980). 

This termination of proceeding is is¬ 
sued pursuant to the provisions of the 
Agricultural Marketing Agreement Act of 
1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601 et seq.). 
In the notice of proposed suspension, in¬ 
terested parties were invited to submit 
written data, views, or arguments not 
later than November 30, 1977. 


The provisions that were proposed to 
be suspended for the months of Decem¬ 
ber 1977 through February 1978 are as 
follows: 

In 5 1004.12, all of paragraph (d) ex¬ 
cept “A dairy farmer with respect to 
milk which is diverted to a nonpool plant 
(other than a producer -handler plant)**. 


Statement of Consideration 


The proposed suspension would have 
made inoperative for the months of De¬ 
cember 1977 through February 1978 the 
provisions that limit the diversion of 
milk to nonpool plants. 

The request for suspension was made 
by a cooperative association that sup¬ 
plies milk to handlers regulated by the 
Middle Atlantic order. The initial request 
for suspension was made in November 
1977 when a major sales outlet for the 
cooperative was closed by a labor strike. 
During the course of the strike the co¬ 
operative would have had to divert un¬ 
usual quantities of milk to manufactur¬ 
ing outlets. The cooperative contended 
that such diversions would have been in 
excess of the limits provided in the order 
for the months of November 1977 
through February 1978. The cooperative 
stated that suspension of the provisions 
limiting diversion was necessary to as¬ 
sure continued pool status for producers 
who regularly supply the market with 
fluid milk needs. 

The plant strike was resolved in mid- 
November and the Deputy Assistant 
Secretary determined on November 18, 
1977, that suspension of the diversion 
limits would be appropriate for the 
month of November 1977 (42 FR 59956). 

A notice of proposed suspension also 
was issued at that time and interested 
parties were invited to file data, views 
or arguments concerning the coopera¬ 
tive’s request for suspension of the pro¬ 
visions for the months of December 1977 
through February 1978. The request was 
based on the cooperative’s contention 
that school closings during the Christ¬ 
mas-New Year holiday period, and an 
expected increase in milk production 
during February 1978, would result in 
the diversion provisions being inadequate 
for the disposition of reserve milk sup- 


lies for the market. 

In the initial request for suspension, 
etitioner provided only limited inf or- 
lation concerning the prospective mar- 
eting conditions for petitioner and 
there in the market that would require 
le suspension of the diversion limita- 
ons through February 1978. The De- 
artment responded with the notice of 
roposed suspension and provided an op- 
ortunity for all interested parties to file 
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data, views, or arguments concerning the 
proposed suspension. 

Petitioner did not expand on the need 
for the requested suspension, and a re¬ 
view of all pertinent information estab¬ 
lishes no basis for concluding, at this 
time, that the diversion provisions of the 
order will be inadequate for the disposi¬ 
tion of reserve milk by the petitioner 
through February 1978. 

No other cooperative associations in¬ 
dicated in data, views, or arguments that 
the diversion provisions would be inade¬ 
quate for the disposition of reserve milk 
through February 1978. One cooperative 
association opposed the proposed suspen¬ 
sion on the grounds that the reasons 
given were highly speculative, particu¬ 
larly in the claim that the diversion pro¬ 
visions will be inadequate to handle the 
reserve supply of milk for the entire 
market. 

A handler supported the requested sus¬ 
pension on the general basis that eco¬ 
nomic conditions in the market, includ¬ 
ing the imbalance of supply and demand, 
justify the suspension. Further, the 
handler stated that the loss of pool status 
by producers would be disorderly mar¬ 
keting which the Act seeks to prevent. 

The handler presented no evaluation 
of specific information concerning eco¬ 
nomic conditions in the market and the 
imbalance of supply and demand from 
which it might be concluded that a sus¬ 
pension of the diversion provisions, as 
requested, is needed. Neither did the 
handler present any claim that his sup¬ 
port for the requested suspension stems 
from diversion difficulties anticipated for 
his own operation. Further, there is no 
basis in the data, views, or arguments 
filed, or in other information available, 
to conclude that any producers will lose 
pool status absent the suspension of the 
provisions limiting diversion. 

The request for suspension also was 
supported by an organization of inde¬ 
pendent producers pending the disposi¬ 
tion of a proposal it made to eliminate 
diversion limits. The proposal was con¬ 
sidered at a public hearing in October 
1977. and the record evidence concern¬ 
ing the proposal is being evaluated. 

It is therefore found and determined 
that the proposed suspension should be 
denied and that the proceeding begun in 
this matter on November 18. 1977, should 
be and is hereby terminated. 

Signed at Washington, D.C., on 
December 9. 1977. 

Jerry C. Hill, 
Deputy Assistant Secretary. 
[Piled Doc.77-85747 Piled 13-14-77:8:45 am] 

[ 6705-01 ] 

farm credit administration 

[ 12CFR Parts 614, 615] 

LOAN POLICIES AND OPERATIONS AND 

FUNDING OPERATIONS 

AGENCY: Farm Credit Administration. 
ACTION: Proposed rule. 

SUMMARY: The Farm Credit Admin¬ 
istration, by its Federal Farm Credit 
Board, has under consideration proposed 


amendments to its regulations pertaining 
to the loan policies and operations of the 
institutions of the Farm Credit System, 
and the System’s funding operations. 
The changes to the regulations covering 
loan policies and operations are tech¬ 
nical and are being made for clarifica¬ 
tion purposes only. These changes will 
have no impact on the operations of the 
Farm Credit institutions. The regula¬ 
tions on funding operations are being 
amended to provide for the issuance of 
consolidated Farm Credit bonds in book- 
entry form only after January 1, 1978. 

DATES: Written comments must be re¬ 
ceived on or before January 13, 1978. 

ADDRESSES: Submit any comments or 
suggestions in writing (10 copies) to 
Donald E. Wilkinson, Governor, Farm 
Credit Administration, Washington, D.C. 
20578. Copies of all communications re¬ 
ceived will be available for examination 
by interested persons in the Office of Di¬ 
rector, Information Division, Office of 
Administration, Farm Credit Adminis¬ 
tration. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Jon F. Greeneisen Deputy Governor, 
Officeof Administration, Farm Credit 
Administration, 490 L'Enfant Plaza 
SW., Washington, D.C. 20578, 202-755- 
2181. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The Farm Credit Administration, by its 
Federal Farm Credit Board, has under 
construction proposed amendments to its 
regulations which would: (1) Clarify 
that lending limits speciflced in the regu¬ 
lations shall continue to apply to the 
Federal land banks, Federal intermedi¬ 
ate credit banks, and banks for coopera¬ 
tives even though they sign the System- 
wide loss sharing agreements, which are 
being developed; (2) better define how a 
Farm Credit bank or association is to 
compute its lending limit where guaran¬ 
tors are involved; and (3) specify that 
the consolidated bonds of each of the 
three banking groups, that is, the Fed¬ 
eral land banks, the Federal intermediate 
credit banks, and the banks for coopera¬ 
tives, which currently are issued in both 
definitive and book-entry form, will be 
issued only in book-entry form after 
January 1, 1978. The only funding instru¬ 
ment to be issued in definitive form after 
that date will be consolidated System- 
wide notes issued under the Discount 
Note Program. This approach is in line 
with-security issuance systems of other 
agencies and the current trend toward 
book-entry handling of government se¬ 
curities. Chapter VI of Title 12 of the 
Code of Federal Regulations is proposed 
to be amended by revising §§ 614.4350, 
614.4360 and 615.5450. as follows: 

PART 614—LOAN POLICIES AND 
OPERATIONS 

§ 614.4350 General. 

No Farm Credit bank or association 
shall make a loan, advance or commit¬ 
ment which will result in any one bor¬ 
rower being obligated to such bank or 
association in excess of limits stated 
herein. When these limitations are ap¬ 


proached, banks or associations should 
consider the feasibility of arranging par¬ 
ticipation in large loans with other 
banks or associations to properly serve 
the credit needs of deserving large 
borrowers. 

§ 614.4360 Computation of obligation 
for lending limit determination. 

(a) Participation loans shall be in¬ 
cluded in the computation by a bank or 
association only to the extent of the 
amount of participation which that bank 
or association holds. 

(b) The obligation of an individual or 
legal entity shall be the total unpaid 
principal of indebtedness to the bank or 
association for which the individual or 
entity is liable as a borrower, as a result 
of being guarantor, endorser or maker on 
loans to other individuals or legal en¬ 
tities, or as a result of drafts, accounts, 
contracts, or purchases owed, unless the 
lending bank or association can, after a 
thorough credit evaluation of the prin¬ 
cipal maker of the endorsed or guaran¬ 
teed obligation, certify in writing that 
such original maker can reasonably be 
depended upon for repayment of the 
guaranteed or endorsed obligation. 

(c) A loan partially or fully guaran¬ 
teed by another bank or association 
shall be included in the computation by 
the guarantor bank or association to the 
extent of the amount of guaranty and 
excluded to a like extent by the origi¬ 
nating bank or association. 

PART 615—FUNDING AND FISCAL 
AFFAIRS 

§ 615.5450 Consolidated bonds. 

(a) The 12 Federal land banks will 
issue consolidated bonds, dated on or 
after January 1, 1978, only in book-entry 
form in denominations of S1.000 or mul¬ 
tiples thereof. Consolidated bonds dated 
before January 1,1978 will continue to be 
available in both definitive form in de¬ 
nominations of $1,000, $5,000. $10,000, 
$50,000, $100,000, and $500,000 or in 
book-entry form in denominations of 
$1,000 or multiples thereof. 

(b) The 12 Federal intermediate credit 
banks will issue consolidated bonds, 
dated on or after January 1, 1978, only 
in book-entry form in denominations of 
$5,000 or multiples thereof. Consolidated 
bonds dated before January 1, 1978 will 
continue to be available in both defini¬ 
tive form in denominations of $5,000. 
$10,000, $50,000, $100,000, and $500,000. 
or in book-entry form in denominations 
of $5,000 or multiples thereof. 

(c) The 13 banks for cooperatives will 
issue consolidated bonds, dated on or 
after January 1,1978, only in book-entry 
form in denominations of $5,000 or mul¬ 
tiples thereof. Consolidated bonds dated 
before January 1, 1978 will continue to 
be available in both definitive form in 
denominations of $5,000, $10,000, $50,000, 
$100,000, and $500,000. or in book-entry 
form in denominations of $5,000 or mul¬ 
tiples thereof. 

(Secs. 5.9, 5.13, 5.18, 85 Stat. 619, 620, 621.) 

Donald E. Wilkinson, 
Governor. Farm Credit Administration. 

|FR Doc.77-35793 Filed 12-14-77:8:45 am] 
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[ 4910 - 13 ] 

DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION 
Federal Aviation Administration 
[ 14 CFR Part 39 ] 

(Docket No. 162441 
AIRWORTHINESS DIRECTIVES 

Societe Nationale Industrielle Aerospatiale 
(formerly Nord Aviation) Nord 262 Series 
Airplanes 

AGENCY: Federal Aviation Administra¬ 
tion (FAA), DOT. 

ACTION: Withdrawal of notice of pro¬ 
posed rule making. 

SUMMARY: This notice withdraws a 
notice of proposed rule making (41 FR 
49828; November 11, 1976) in which the 
FAA proposed to amend Part 39 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 
Part 39) by adopting an Airworthiness 
Directive that would require repetitive 
inspections and reworking of the main 
landing gear actuator cylinder on all 
Nord Model 262 series airplanes. The 
FAA has determined that withdrawal 
action is appropriate because no adverse 
service experience has been found. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

M. E. Gaydos, Aircraft Certification 
Staff, AEU-100, Europe, Africa, and 
Middle East Region, Federal Aviation 
Administration, c/o American Em¬ 
bassy, Brussels, Belgium, telephone 
513.38.30. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The FAA received five comments in re¬ 
sponse to the notice (41 FR 49828; No¬ 
vember 11,1976) and all expressed oppo¬ 
sition to the proposal. The commentators 
questioned the need for repetitive inspec¬ 
tions and the proposed method for the 
reworking of the landing gear actuator 
cylinder. The gear manufacturer re¬ 
ported that more than 900,000 hours 
have been accumulated on the actuators 
in question, with only one reported mal¬ 
function. As a result of this service ex¬ 
perience, the FAA has determined that 
the proposed AD is not required at this 
time. 

Withdrawal of this notice of proposed 
rule making does not preclude the agency 
from issuing similar notices in the future, 
nor does it commit the agency to any 
course of action. 

Drafting Information 

The principal authors of this docu¬ 
ment are F. H. Kelley, Flight Standards 
Service, and P. Lynch, Office of the Chief 
Counsel. 

Withdrawal of the Notice 

Accordingly, the notice of the proposed 
airworthiness directive published in the 
Federal Register on November 11, 1976, 
(14 FR 49828), is withdrawn. 

(Secs. 313(a), 601, and 603, Federal Aviation 
Act of 1968. as amended (49 US.C. 1354(a), 
1421, and 1423): Section 6(c)). Department 
of Transportation Act (49 US.C. 1655(c); 14 
CFR Part 11. Subpart E.)) 


PROPOSED RULES 

Note.— The Federal Aviation Administra¬ 
tion has determined that this document does 
not contain a major proposal requiring prep¬ 
aration of an Economic Impact Statement 
under Executive Order 11821, as amended by 
Executive Order 11949, and OMB Circular 
A-107. 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on De¬ 
cember 6,1977. 

R. P. Skully. 

Director , Flight 

Standards Service. 

[FR Doc.77-35553 Filed 12-14-77:8:45 am] 


[ 4910 - 13 ] 

[ 14 CFR Part 39 ] 

(Docket No. 17411] 
AIRWORTHINESS DIRECTIVES 

Dowty Rotol R.209/4—40-4.5/2 
Propellers 

AGENCY: Federal Aviation Administra¬ 
tion (FAA). DOT. 

ACTION: Notice of proposed rule mak¬ 
ing. 

SUMMARY: This notice proposes to 
adopt an airworthiness directive (AD) 
that would require inspections of Dowty 
Rotol R.209/4-40-4.5/2 propeller hubs 
for cracks and replacement of defective 
hubs. The proposed AD would affect pro¬ 
pellers which have accumulated 10,000 or 
more flight cycles installed on Nihon 
YS-11 and YS-11A airplanes. The pro¬ 
posed AD is prompted by reports of pro¬ 
peller hub thread cracks which could re¬ 
sult in propeller failure. 

DATES: Comments must be received on 
or before January 30,1978. 

ADDRESSES: Send comments on the 
proposal in duplicate to: Federal Avia¬ 
tion Administration, Office of the Chief 
Counsel, Attn: Rules Docket (AG-24) 
Docket No. 17411. 800 Independence Ave¬ 
nue, SW.. Washington, D.C. 20591. 

The applicable service bulletin may be 
obtained from: Dowty Rotol Ltd., Staver- 
ton West. Sully Rd., Sterling, Va. 22170, 
Dowty Rotol Ltd., Cheltenham Rd.. 
Gloucester, England GL29QH. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Paul A. Cormaci, Aircraft Certification 
Staff. AEU-100 Europe, Africa, and 
Middle East Region, Federal Aviation 
Administration, c/o American Em¬ 
bassy, Brussels, Belgium, telephone 
513.38.30. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Interested persons are invited to partici¬ 
pate in the making of the proposed rule 
by submitting such written data, views, 
or arguments as they may desire. Com¬ 
munications should identify the docket 
number and be submitted in duplicate to 
the address specified above. All com¬ 
munications received on or before the 
closing date for comments, will be con¬ 
sidered by the Administrator before tak¬ 
ing action on the proposed rule. The 
proposals contained in this notice may be 
changed in the light of comments re¬ 


ceived. All comments will be available, 
both before and after the closing date for 
comments, in the Rules Docket for ex¬ 
amination by interested persons. A re¬ 
port summarizing each FAA-public con¬ 
tact. concerned with the substance of the 
proposed AD, will be filed in the Rules 
Docket. 

There have been reports of cracks 
found during normal inspection and 
propeller overhaul in several propeller 
hubs with greater than 10,000 flight 
cycles time in service. Dowty Rotol has 
determined the propeller hub cracks are 
attributable to flight cycle loads and not 
directly to flight hours. A cracked propel¬ 
ler hub could result in propeller failure 
and pose a potential hazard to the opera¬ 
tion of the airplane. Since this condition 
is likely to exist or develop in other prod¬ 
ucts of the same type design, the pro¬ 
posed airworthiness directive would re¬ 
quire the inspection of the propeller hub 
for cracks and replacement if necessary. 

Drafting Information 

The principal authors of this docu¬ 
ment are P.A. Cormaci, Europe. Africa, 
and Middle East Region, E. Lambert and 
F. Kelley, Flight Standards Service, and 
P. Lynch, Office of the Chief Counsel. 

The Proposed Amendment 

Accordingly, the Federal Aviation Ad¬ 
ministration proposes to amend § 39.13 of 
Part 39 of the Federal Aviation Regula¬ 
tions (14 CFR 39.13) by adding the fol¬ 
lowing new airworthiness directive: 

Dowty Rotol Ltd.: Applies to Dowty Rotol 
Type R. 209/4-40-4.5/2 propellers In¬ 
stalled on Nihon Model YS-11 and YS- 
11 A airplanes. 

Compliance la required as indicated unless 
already accomplished. 

To reduce the possibility of propeller hub 
failure due to cracks In the hub arm threads 
and subsequent loss of propeller blade re¬ 
tention accomplish the fOUowlng: 

(a) On propellers which have accumulated 
10.000 flight cycles or more, within the next 
1.000 flight cycles after the effective date of 
this AD or at a time not to exceed 8.000 
flight cycles since the previous crack inspec¬ 
tion, whichever occurs first, and at Intervals 
not to exceed 3.000 flight cycles thereafter. 
Inspect the propeller hub (arm) blade bear¬ 
ing retaining threads for cracks in accord¬ 
ance with Dowty Rotol Service Bulletin 61- 
890 dated July 11. 1977 (service bulletin) or 
an FAA-approved equivalent. 

(b) For purposes of this AD. a flight cycle 
is defined as a flight operation Involving one 
takeoff and landing. For purposes of comply¬ 
ing with this AD, when the number of flight 
cycles cannot be determined from propeller/ 
airplane records, subject to acceptance by 
the assigned FAA maintenance inspector, the 
number of flight cycles may be determined by 
equating one flight cycle to ft hour time in 
service. 

(c) If as a result of the Inspection required 
by paragraph (a) of this AD, propeller hub 
cracking is found, before further operation 
(except that the aircraft may be flown in 
accordance with FAR 21.197 to a base where 
repairs can be made) replace the propeller 
hub with a serviceable hub of the same part 
number. Defective hubs should be handled 
in accordance with paragraph 1 C (4) of 
the service bulletin or an FAA-approved 
equivalent. 

fdl The equivalent means of compliance 
with paragraphs (a) and (c) of this AD must 
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be approved by the Chief, Aircraft Certifica¬ 
tion Staff, AEU-100, Europe, Africa, and 
Middle East Region. FA A, c/o American Em¬ 
bassy, Brussels, Belgium. 

(Secs. 313(a), 601, and 603, Federal Aviation 
Act of 1968. as amended (49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 
1421, and 1423); Sec. 6(c), Department of 
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1665(c)); 14 
CFR 11.85.) 

Note. —The Federal Aviation Administra¬ 
tion has determined that this document does 
not contain a major proposal requiring prep¬ 
aration of an Economic Impact Statement 
under Executive Order 11821, as amended by 
Executive Order 11949, and OMB Circular 
A-107. 

Issued in Washington. D.C., on Decem¬ 
ber 1,1977. 

J. A. Ferrarese, 

Acting Director , 
Flight Standards Service . 

[FR Doc.77-35552 Filed 12-14-77;8:46 am) 


[ 4910 - 13 ] 

[14 CFR Part 71] 

(Airspace Docket No. 77-CE-27) 
TRANSITION AREA, COLUMBIA, MO. 
Proposed Alteration 

AGENCY: Federal Aviation Administra¬ 
tion (FAA), DOT. 

ACTION: Notice of Proposed Rule Mak¬ 
ing (NPRM). 

SUMMARY: This notice proposes to al¬ 
ter the 700-foot transition area at Co¬ 
lumbia, Missouri, to provide additional 
controlled airspace for aircraft executing 
a new instrument approach procedure 
to the E. W. Cotton Woods Memorial 
Airport, Columbia. Missouri, which is 
based on the Hallsvllle, Missouri 
VORTAC. 

DATES: Comments must be received on 
or before January 19,1978. 

ADDRESSES: Send comments on the 
proposal to: Federal Aviation Adminis¬ 
tration, Chief, Operations. Procedures 
and Airspace Branch. Air Traffic Divi¬ 
sion, ACE-530, 601 East 12th Street, 
Kansas City, Mo. 64106, telephone 816- 
374-3408. The official docket may be ex¬ 
amined at the Office of the Regional 
Counsel, Central Region, Federal Avia¬ 
tion Administration, Room 1558,601 East 
12th Street, Kansas City, Mo. 

An informal docket may be examined 
at the Office of the Chief. Operations, 
Procedures and Airspace Branch, Air 
Traffic Division. 

POR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Dwaine E. Hiland, Airspace Specialist. 
Operations, Procedures and Airspace 
Branch, Air Traffic Division. ACE-537. 
FAA, Central Region, 601 East 12th 
Street, Kansas City, Mo. 64106. tele¬ 
phone 816-374-3408. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Comments Invited 

Interested persons may participate in 
the proposed rule making by submitting 


such written data, views or arguments 
as they desire. Communications should 
identify the airspace docket number, 
and be submitted in duplicate to the 
Operations, Procedures and Airspace 
Branch. Air Traffic Division, Federal 
Aviation Administration, 601 East 12th 
Street, Kansas City, Missouri 64106. All 
communications received on or before 
January 19, 1978 will be considered be¬ 
fore action is taken on the proposed 
amendment. The proposal contained in 
this notice may be changed in light of 
the comments received. All comments 
received will be available both before and 
after the closing date for comments in 
the Rules Docket for examination by 
interested persons. 

Availability op NPRM 

Any person may obtain a copy of this 
NPRM by submitting a request to the 
Federal Aviation Administration, Oper¬ 
ations, Procedures and Airspace Branch, 
601 East 12th Street, Kansas City, Mo. 
64106 or by calling (816) 374-3408. Com¬ 
munications must identify the notice 
number of this NPRM. Persons inter¬ 
ested in being placed on a mailing list 
for further NPRMs should also request 
a copy of Advisory Circular No. 11-2 
which describes the application pro¬ 
cedure. 

The Proposal 

The FAA is considering an amendment 
to Subpart C, Section 71.181 of the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Regulations (14 CFR Sec. 
71.181) by altering the 700-foot transi¬ 
tion area at Columbia. Missouri. To en¬ 
hance airport usage, a new instrument 
approach procedure to the E.W. Cotton 
Woods Memorial Airport, Columbia, 
Missouri, is being established based on 
the Hallsvllle, Missouri VORTAC, a 
navigational aid. The establishment of 
an instrument approach procedure 
based on this navigational aid entails 
alteration of the transition area at and 
above 700-feet Above Ground Level 
(AGL) within which aircraft will be pro¬ 
vided additional controlled airspace 
protection. The intended effect of this 
action is to ensure segregation of air¬ 
craft using the new approach procedure 
under instrument flight rules (IFR) and 
other aircraft operating under visual 
flight rules (VFR) . Section 71.181. per¬ 
taining to transition areas was repub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register on Janu¬ 
ary 3. 1977 (42 FR 440 >. 

Accordingly, the Federal Aviation Ad¬ 
ministration proposes to amend Subpart 
G, Section 71.181, of the Federal Avia¬ 
tion Regulations (14 CFR 71.181) as re¬ 
published on January 3. 1977 (42 FR 
440), by altering the following transi¬ 
tion area: 

Columbia, Missouri 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface and within a 5-mile 
radius of the E. W. Cotton Woods Memorial 
Airport (Latitude 39°00'15" N., Longitude 
92 a 17'45" W.); within It* miles each side 
of the Hallsvllle, Missouri, VORTAC 224° 
radial extending from the 5-mlle radius area 
to the HallsvUle. Missouri, VORTAC; and 


within an 8*4 mile radius of Columbia Re¬ 
gional Airport (Latitude 38°48'49" N.. 

Longitude 92*13'12" W.); within 2*4 miles 
each side of the Hallsvllle, Missouri. VORTAC 
193® radial extending from the 8V4 mile 
radius to 10 miles south of the VORTAC; 
excluding the portion which overlies the 
Jefferson City. Missouri, 700-foot floor tran¬ 
sition area. 

(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958 
as amended (49 U.S.C. 1348); Sec. 6(c). De¬ 
partment of Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 
1655(c)); sec. 11.61 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations (14 CFR 11.61).) 

Note. —The Federal Aviation Administra¬ 
tion has determined that this document does 
not contain a major proposal requiring 
preparation of an Economic Impact State¬ 
ment under Executive Order 11821, as 
amended by Executive Order 11949. and OMB 
Circular A-107. 

Issued in Kansas City, Missouri, on 
December 2,1977. 

John E. Shaw. 

Acting Director , Central Region . 

(FR Doc.77-35641 Filed 12-14-77;8:45 ami 


[ 4910 - 13 ] 

[ 14 CFR Part 73 ] 

(Airspace Docket No. 77-SO-531 

TEMPORARY RESTRICTED AREAS 
Proposed Establishment 

AGENCY: Federal Aviation Administra¬ 
tion (FAA), DOT. 

ACTlbN: Supplemental notice of pro¬ 
posed rulemaking. 

SUMMARY: This notice supplements a 
previously published notice of proposed 
rule making concerning the designation 
of temporary restricted areas near the 
southern coast of Puerto Rico to contain 
a major joint service military exercise 
called “SOLED SHIELD 78.“ The pro¬ 
posal contained in this supplemental no¬ 
tice would establish more restricted area 
air space than was proposed in the origi¬ 
nal notice since the using agency has 
determined that this is necessary for the 
accomplishment of its mission. 

DATE: Comments must be received on 
or before January 16. 1978. 

ADDRESSES: Send comments on the 
proposal in triplicate to: Director, FAA 
Southern Region. Attention: Chief, Air 
Traffic Division. Docket No. 77-SO-53. 
Box 20636, Atlanta. Ga. 30320. 

The official docket may be examined 
at the following location: FAA Office of 
the Chief Counsel, Rules Docket, (AGC- 
24), Room 916, 800 Independence Avenue 
SW., Washington. D.C. 20591. An Infor¬ 
mal docket may be examined at the of¬ 
fice of the Regional Air Traffic Division. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Mr. Wray McClung. Airspace Regula¬ 
tions Branch (AAT-230), Airspace and 
Air Traffic Rules Division, Air Traffic 
Service, Federal Aviation Administra¬ 
tion, 800 Independence Avenue SW., 
Washington, D.C. 20591; telephone: 
202-426-8525. 
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SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Comments Invited 

Interested persons may participate in 
the proposed rule making by submitting 
such written data, views or arguments 
as they may desire. Communications 
should identify the airspace docket num¬ 
ber and be submitted in triplicate to the 
Director, Southern Region, Attention: 
Chief, Air Traffic Division. Federal Avia¬ 
tion Administration, P.O. Box 20636, At¬ 
lanta, Ga. 30320. All communications re¬ 
ceived on or before January 16, 1978. will 
be considered before action is taken on 
the proposed amendment. The proposal 
contained in this notice may be changed 
in the light of comments received. All 
comments submitted will be available, 
both before and after the closing date 
for comments, in the Rules Docket for 
examination by interested persons. 

Availability of NPRM 

Any person may obtain a copy of this 
notice of proposed rule making (NPRM) 
by submitting a request to the Federal 
Aviation Administration, Office of Pub¬ 
lic Affairs, Attention: Public Informa¬ 
tion Center, APA-430, 800 Independence 
Avenue SW., Washington, D.C. 20591, or 
by calling 202-426-8058. Communica¬ 
tions must identify the docket number 
of this NPRM. Persons interested in be¬ 
ing placed on a mailing list for future 
NPRMs should also request a copy of 
Advisory Circular No. 11-2 which de¬ 
scribes the application procedures. 

The Proposal 

The FAA is considering an amendment 
to Subpart B of Part 73 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR Part 73) 
which would designate six temporary re¬ 
stricted areas identified as R-7105A, R- 
7105B, 7105C, R-7105D, R-7105E and 
R-7105F near the southern coastline of 
Puerto Rico to contain a major joint 
service military exercise known as 
“SOLID SHIELD 78.” A temporary 
Warning Area, W-372, would be estab¬ 
lished south of the temporary restricted 
areas through non-rule making proce¬ 
dures. This proposal is supplemental to a 
notice of proposed rule making published 
in the Federal Register on December 1, 
1977 (42 FR 61049) which proposed es¬ 
tablishment of only three restricted areas 
for this exercise. Subsequent to publica¬ 
tion of the original notice the Com-* 
mander in Chief. U.S. Atlantic Fleet 
(CINCLANT) requested additional re¬ 
stricted airspace for air operations 
necessary for the successful completion 
of SOLID SHIELD 78. CINCLANT em¬ 
phasized that the additional airspace is 
essential, and that additional airspace is 
proposed herein. 

Exercise plans provide for airborne and 
amphibious operations within the Puerto 
Rico area and airborne operations on 
Vieques. Land and naval based aircraft, 
both fixed and rotary wing, will support 
all phases of the exercise. Ground forces 
will be continuously supported and re¬ 
supplied by aircraft employing a variety 
of delivery means. Jet fighter and attack 


aircraft will conduct extensive close air 
support missions including simulated 
bombing, rocket, and strafing attacks. 
Jet reconnaissance aircraft will conduct 
missions throughout the exercise area. 
Total exercise sorties from all the mili- 
tary services are estimated at 248 daily 
for fixed wing and 623 daily for helicop¬ 
ters. Exercise activity will be of such in¬ 
tensity that entry of nonexercise aircraft 
into the areas would seriously degrade 
aircraft safety. Pilots engaged in this 
type activity may not be able to properly 
clear the area to avoid nonparticipating 
aircraft, and a hazardous situation could 
exist if nonexercise aircraft were per¬ 
mitted in the areas while the exercise is 
in progress. There will be no live ord¬ 
nance expended nor supersonic flights 
conducted within the exercise airspace. 

The Commander in Chief, U.S. Atlan¬ 
tic Fleet, will designate an exercise air¬ 
space manager who will issue notices in 
pictorial and textual form announcing 
and describing air activity within the 
approved exercise airspace. These notices 
will be in addition to NOTAMS published 
by the FAA. The designated airspace 
manager will establish communications 
with appropriate air route traffic con¬ 
trol centers so that nonexercise aircraft 
may be cleared through the restricted/ 
warning areas when not being used for 
exercise purposes. 

Drafting Information 

The principal authors of this docu¬ 
ment are Mr. Wray McClung, Air Traf¬ 
fic Service, and Mr. Jack P. Zimmerman, 
Office of the Chief Counsel. 

The Proposed Amendment 

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me. the Federal Aviation 
Administration proposes to amend Part 
73 of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
(14 CFR Part 73) as republished (42 FR 
657) as follows: 

In § 73.71 (42 FR 704) the following 
temporary restricted areas are added: 

1. H«-7105A—Ponce, P.R. 

Boundaries. Beginning at Lat. 18 s 15*00" N., 
Long. 66*30*00" W. to Lat. 18*15*00" N., 
Long. 66*01*00" W.; to Lat. 18*07*00" N., 
Long. 65*59*20" W.; to Lat. 18 a 01'00" N-. 
Long. 66°30'00" W.. thence to point of be¬ 
ginning. 

Altitudes. 8,000 feet MSL to but not Including 
PL 250. 

Time of use. Continuous, May 10, 1978, 
through May 23, 1978. 

Controlling agency. FAA, San Juan ARTC 
Center. 

Using agency. United States Atlantic Com¬ 
mand, Norfolk, Va. 

2. R-7105B— Ponce, P.R. 

Boundaries. Beginning at Lat. 18 fl 07'00"N., 
Long. 66* 30*00"W.; to Lat. 18 C 07'00"N., 
'Long. 65°69'20"W.: to Lat. 17°55'30"N. t 
Long. 65**56*30"W.; thence wCst 3 NM from 
and parallel to the shoreline to Lat. 17*- 
66'30"N., Long. 66*30'00"W.; thence to 
point of beginning. 

Altitudes. Surface to but not Including FL 
250. 

Time of use. Continuous. May 10, 1978, 
through May 23, 1978. 

Controlling agency. FAA, San Juan ARTC 
Center. 


Using agency. United States Atlantic Com¬ 
mand, Norfolk, Va. 

3. Rr-7105C— Ponce, P.R. 

Boundaries. Beginning at Lat. I8*15 # 00^N^ 
Long. 66°45*00"W.; to Lat. 18 15 00 N.. 
Long. 66 ” 30 * 00 "W.; to Lat. 17°48*0Q"N., 
Long. 66°30'00"W.; thence northwest and 
west along Warning Area W-371B to Lat. 
17*55'00"N., Long. 66°45'00"W.; thence to 
point of beginning. , . _ 

Altitudes. Surface to but not including PL 
280, excluding the airspace within Rr-7105E. 
Time of use. Continuous, May 10. 1978 
through May 23, 1978. ____ 

Controlling Agency. FAA, San Juan ARTC 
Center. 

Using agency. United: States Atlantic Com¬ 
mand, Norfolk, Va. 

4. R-7105D— Ponce. P.R. 

Boundaries. Beginning at Lat. 18°15'00"N.. 

Long. 66 a 30'00"W.; to Lat. 18 e 15'00"N.. 

Long. 6G*01'00"W.; to Lat. 18 C 07'00"N.. 

Long. 65*59*20"W.; to Lat. 18 9 07'00"N.. 

Long. 66 c 30*00"W.; thence to point of be¬ 
ginning. 

Altitudes. Surface to but not Including 8,000 
feet MSL. 

Time of use. Continuous, May 10. 1978, 
through May 23.1978. 

Controlling agency. FAA, San Juan ARTC 
Center. ^ 

Using agency. United States Atlantic Com¬ 
mand, Norfolk, Va. 

5. R-7105E— Ponce, P.R. 

Boundaries. Beginning at Lat. 18°15*00"N.. 
Long. 66*45'00"W.; to Lat. 18°04*30"N.. 
Long. 66*35*30" W.; thence cast along the 5 
SM arc of the Ponce control zone to Lat. 
18*03'00"N., Long. 66 ,, 30'00"W.; to Lat. 
17 C 48'00"N., Long. 6°30'00"W,; thence 
west along W-371B to Lat. 17°55'00"N.. 
Long. 66*45'00"W.; thence to point of be¬ 
ginning. 

Altitudes. Surface to but not Including 8,000 
feet MSL. _ 

Time of use. 0000 to 1000 local time, May 15. 

1978, through May 17. 1978. 

Controlling agency. PAA, San Juan ARTC 
Center. 

Using agency. United States Atlantic Com¬ 
mand, Norfolk, Va. 

6. R-7105F— Ponce, P.R. 

Boundaries. Beginning at Lat. 18*05’00"N., 
Long. 87*15*00*^.; to Lat. 18°05*00"N., 
Long. 66°45'00"W.; to Lat. 17°55'00"N., 
Long. 66°45*00"W.; thence west 3 NM from 
and parallel to the shoreline to point of be¬ 
ginning. 

Altitudes. 8.000 feet MSL to FL 280. 

Time of use. Continuous, May 10, 1978. 
through May 23, 1978. 

Controlling agency. FAA. San Juan ARTC 
Center. 

Using agency. United States Atlantic Com¬ 
mand, Norfolk, Va. 

Following Is the proposed description 
of temporary Warning Area W-372. This 
is included herein for information pur¬ 
poses only, since its establishment w'ould 
be processed through nonrulemaking 
procedures. 

W-372— Ponce. P.R. 

Boundaries. Beginning at Lat. 17 D 56'30"N., 
Long. 66°30*00"W.; thence east, 3 NM from 
and parallel to the shoreline to Lat. 
17’55'30"N„ Long. 65°56*30"W.; 

65*56*30**W.; 

66“ 17'00"W.; 
66’18'30"W.; 
66*23*00"W.; 
66°23'00"W.; 


Long. 

Long. 

Long. 

Long. 

Long. 


17*50*00"N.. 

17°50'00"N„ 

17*46' 15"N., 

17*47'50"N„ 

17-47*00"N.,* - 0 -- . 

17 48'00"N.. Long. 66=30 # 00"W.; thence to 
point of beginning. 


to 

to 

to 

to 

to 

to 


Lat. 

Lat. 

Lat. 

Lat. 

Lat. 

Lat. 
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Altitudes. Surface to FL 250. 

Time of use. Continuous. May 10-23, 1978. 
Controlling agency. FA A, San Juan ARTC 
Center. 

Using agency. United States Atlantic Com¬ 
mand. Norfolk, Va. 

The Commander in Chief, Atlantic 
(CINCLANT) will serve as the lead 
agency for the purpose of compliance 
with National Environmental Protection 
Act (NEPA). 

Address comments concerning en¬ 
vironmental aspects to: 

Captain E. O. Smith, USN, CINCLANT N-37, 
Norfolk, Va. 23511; phone 804-444-6575. 
Address comments concerning land use 
aspects to: 

Mr. Robert R. Stafford, Jr., Jacksonville Dis¬ 
trict Corps of Engineers, P.O. Box 4970, 
Jacksonville, Fla. 32201. Phone, 904-791- 
3725/3727. 

(Secs. 307(a) and 313(a), Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1348(a) and 1354 
(a)); Sec. 6(c), Department of Transporta¬ 
tion Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)); and 14 CFR 
11.65) 

Note. —The FAA has determined that this 
document does not contain a major proposal 
requiring preparation of an Economic Im¬ 
pact Statement under Executive Order 11821, 
as amended by Executive Order 11949, and 
OMB Circular A-107. 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Decem¬ 
ber 9, 1977. 

Edward J. Malo, 

Acting Chief, Airspace and 
Air Traffic Rules Division, 
|FR Doc.77-35643 Filed 12-14-77:8:45 am| 


[ 6355-01 ] 

CONSUMER PRODUCT SAFETY 
COMMISSION 

[ 16 CFR Parts 1120 and 1145 ] 

CONSUMER PRODUCT SAFETY 
COMPLAINTS 

Proposed Recordkeeping Rules; Extension 
of Comment Period 

AGENCY: Consumer Product Safety 
Commission. 

ACTION: Extension of comment period. 

SUMMARY: In this document, the Com¬ 
mission extends from December 19, 1977 
to January 18, 1978, the time duHng 
which comments may be submitted on its 
proposed recordkeeping rules for con¬ 
sumer product safety complaints under 
section 16(b) of the Consumer Product 
Safety Act. The Commission is taking 
this action pursuant to a request from 
a trade association that may be unable 
to submit comments within the time 
originally allotted. The Commission is 
also simultaneously extending the com¬ 
ment period for the proposed rule finding 
it to be in the public interest to apply 
this record retention requirement to 
products regulated under the Flammable 
Fabrics Act, the Federal Hazardous Sub¬ 
stances Act and the Poison Prevention 
Packaging Act of 1970. 

DATE: Comments on the proposed rules 
should be received by January 18, 1978. 


ADDRESS: Comments should be sent to: 
Office of the Secretary, Consumer Prod- 
u:ts Safety Commission, 1111 18th 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 20207. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Mana L. Jennings, Product Defect Cor¬ 
rection Division, Consumer Product 

Safety Commission, Washington, D.C. 

20207, 301-492-6608. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In 
the Federal Register of November 3, 1977 
(42 FR 57642), the Commission pub¬ 
lished proposed rules requiring consumer 
product safety complaints be retained for 
three years. This requirement, if issued 
as a final rule, would apply to products 
subject to the Commission’s jurisdiction 
under the Consumer Product Safety Act 
(15 U.S.C. 2051 et seq.), the Refrigerator 
Safety Act of 1956 (15 U.S.C. 1211 et 
seq.), and the other three acts the Com¬ 
mission administers. The Commission 
also proposed a rule pursuant to section 
30(d) of the Consumer Product Safety 
Act, as amended (15 U.S.C. 2079(d)) de¬ 
termining it to be in the public interest 
to make the same re:ord retention re¬ 
quirement applicable to the products 
regulated under the other three acts: the 
Flammable Fabrics Act (15 U.S.C. 1191, 
et seq.), the Federal Hazardous Sub¬ 
stances Act (15 U.S.C. 1261, et seq.) and 
the Poison Prevention Packaging Act of 
1970 (15 U.S.C. 1471, et seq.). 

Public comments were solicited on 
both proposed rules for 45 days, until De¬ 
cember 19. 1977. The Commission has re¬ 
ceived a request from a trade association 
to extend the comment period for an 
additional 60 days. In the interest of 
promoting broad public comment on the 
rules, the Commission has decided to 
partially grant the request and extend 
the comment period for 30 days until 
January 18, 1978. The Commission be¬ 
lieves that the additional 30 days, when 
taken with the original 45 days comment 
period, provides an ample period of time 
for the submission of comments with¬ 
out creating an unreasonable delay in the 
promulgation of rules that promote pub¬ 
lic safety. 

Therefore, interested persons may sub¬ 
mit written comments on the proposed 
rules until January 18. 1978. Comments 
received after that date will be consid¬ 
ered to the extent practicable. Comments 
and any accompanying data or material 
should^be submitted preferably in 5 cop¬ 
ies to the Office of the Secretary, Con¬ 
sumer Product Safety Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 20207. Comments may 
be accompanied by a supporting brief. 
Comments and ac rompanying data may 
be seen in the Office of the Secretary, 
1111 18th Street NW., Third Floor, 
Washington, D.C. 

Dated: December 12. 1977. 

Richard E. Rapps, 

Secretary, Consumer 
Product Safety Commission. 

|FR Doc. 77-35789 Filed 12-14-77:8:45 am) 


[ 4810 - 22 ] 

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 

Customs Service 
[ 19 CFR Part 101 ] 

GENERAL PROVISIONS 

Withdrawal of Notice of Proposal To Extend 
the Customs Port Limits of Port Huron, 
Mich. 

AGENCY: United States Customs Serv¬ 
ice. Department of the Treasury. 

ACTION: Withdrawal of proposed rule. 

SUMMARY: This document withdraws a 
notice of a proposal to extend the Cus¬ 
toms port limits of Port Huron, Michi¬ 
gan. In light of a current reorganization 
study, it has been determined that it 
would not be in the best interests of the 
public or Customs to proceed with the 
proposal at this time. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: December 15, 1977. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Robert Schenarts. Inspection and Con¬ 
trol Division, U.S. Customs Service, 
1301 Constitution Avenue, NW., Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20229, 202-566-8151. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Background 

On October 10,1975, the Customs Serv¬ 
ice published a notice in the Federal 
Register (40 FR 47795) proposing to ex¬ 
tend the pork limits of Port Huron. 
Michigan, in the Detroit, Michigan. Cus¬ 
toms district (Region DC) to include the 
territory within the city limits of Port 
Huron and the municipalities of Marys¬ 
ville, St. Clair, Marine City, and Algonac. 
Michigan: the territory within the town¬ 
ships of Fort Gratiot, Port Huron, Kim¬ 
ball. and St. Clair, Michigan; and that 
territory within the townships of East 
China, Cottrellville, and Clay, Michigan, 
which lies between Michigan State 
Highway 29 and the west bank of the St. 
Clair River, all in St. Clair County. 
Michigan. 

Interested persons were given until 
November 10, 1975, to submit relevant 
data, views, or arguments pertaining to 
the proposed extension. 

Discussion of Comments 

A number of comments were received 
in response to the proposal, all but one of 
which were opposed to extending the port 
limits of Port Huron, Michigan. The 
principal objection is that the extension 
would cause the rotation of Customs Offi¬ 
cers now permanently assigned to Cus¬ 
toms stations within the port. It is 
claimed that the rotation may result in 
inefficiency and increased fuel consump¬ 
tion while not increasing service to the 
public. 

It is the position of the Customs Serv¬ 
ice that the rotation of Customs officers 
to other areas within the limits of the 
port would allow for a more effective and 
efficient assignment of personnel, thereby 
increasing service to the public. The pos¬ 
sible increased fuel consumption is con- 
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sidered to be negligible. However, in light 
of a current reorganization study, the 
Customs Service has determined that it 
would not be in the best interests of the 
public or Customs to proceed with the 
extension at this time. 

Accordingly, the notice of proposal to 
extend the Customs port limits of Port 
Huron. Michigan, published in the Fed¬ 
eral Register on October 10. 1975 (40 
FR 47795). is withdrawn. 

Drafting Information 

The principal author of this document 
was Norman W. King, Attorney, Regula¬ 
tions and Legal Publications Division of 
the Office of Regulations and Rulings, 
U S. Customs Service. However, person¬ 
nel from other offices of the Customs 
Service participated in its development, 
both on matters of substance and style. 

Dated : December 6,1977. 

Bette B. Anderson, 
Under Secretary of the Treasury. 
(FR Doc.77-35767 Filed 12-14-77;8:45 am] 

[ 1505-01 ] 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[40 CFR Parts 51 and 52] 

IFRL, 827-61 

PREVENTION OF SIGNIFICANT 
DETERIORATION 

Proposed Rulemaking; Modification and 
Supplementary Information 

Correction 

In FR Doc 77-35126 appearing at page 
62020 in the issue of Thursday. Decem¬ 
ber 8, 1977, the heading should appear as 
set forth above. On page 62021, first col¬ 
umn, paragraph (41) should be corrected 
to read as follows: 

(41) in section 163(a) strike out '‘165(d) 
(2) (C) (lv) ” and Insert in lieu thereof "sec¬ 
tion 165(d) (2) (C)(iv))"; 

[ 6712 - 01 ] 

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 
[47 CFR Part 2] 

[Docket No. 213711 

EQUIPMENT AUTHORIZATION PROGRAM 

Order Extending Time for Filing Comments 
and Reply Comments 

AGENCY: Federal Communications 

Commission. 

ACTION: Extension of time. 

SUMMARY: An extension of time to file 
comments and reply comments has been 
requested in Docket No. 21371. Because 
of the pendency of a petition to with¬ 
draw the rulemaking, the Commission 
has granted the extension. No objections 
have been received. 

DATES: Comments must be received by 
February 28, 1978 and Reply Comments 
must be received by March 18, 1978. 

ADDRESSES: Federal Communications 
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20554. 
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FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Leslie A. Wall. RF Devices & Experi¬ 
mental Branch, Office of Chief Engi¬ 
neer, 202-632-7095. 

Further Order Extending Time to File 
Comments 

Adopted: December 6. 1977. 

Released: December 9,1977. 

In the matter of amendment of Part 2 
to require a description of measurement 
facilities used in the equipment authori¬ 
zation program and to make other 
changes. Docket No. 21371. 

1. On September 6, 1977, the Commis¬ 
sion released a Notice of Proposed Rule- 
making in the above entitled matter. 1 
The Consumer Electronics Group of the 
Electronic Industries Association re¬ 
quested a 60-day extension of time within 
which to file comments in this matter. 
This request was granted, extending to 
December 12. 1977 and December 22. 
1977, the time within which to file com¬ 
ments and reply comments, respectively. 

2. On November 9, 1977, the Commu¬ 
nications Division and the Consumer 
Electronics Group of Electronics Indus¬ 
tries Association filed a ‘Tetition for 
Withdrawal of Proposed Rulemaking and 
Issuance of Inquiry/* This petition is 
pending. In comments supporting the pe¬ 
tition the Computer and Business Equip¬ 
ment Manufactures Association has 
asked the Commission to again extend 
the time for filing comments. 

3. Since a number of those wishing to 
comment have been awaiting Commis¬ 
sion action on the petition to withdraw, 
before filing comments, the time for fil¬ 
ing will be extended. 

4. In view of the above, an extension 
of time to February 28.1978, for filing of 
Comments and March 28, 1978, for filing 
of Reply Comments is ordered pursuant 
to the authority granted by § 0.241 (d) of 
the Commission's rules. 

Raymond E. Spence, 

Chief Engineer . 

[FR Doc.77-35783 Filed 12-14-77;8:45 am| 


[ 4910 - 59 ] 

DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

National Highway Traffic Safety 
Administration 

[ 49 CFR Parts 523, 533 ] 

(Docket No. FE-77-05; Notice 11 

NONPASSENGER AUTOMOBILE AVERAGE 
FUEL ECONOMY STANDARDS MODEL 
YEARS 1980—81 

Vehicle Classification; Proposed Rulemak¬ 
ing and Public Hearing and Invitation of 
Applications for Financial Assistance 

AGENCY: National Highway Traffic 
Safety Administration, Department of 
Transportation. 


X See 42 FR 54577, October 7, 1977. 


ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking 
and public hearing and Invitation of Fi¬ 
nancial Assistance Applications. 

SUMMARY: This notice proposes the 
establishment of average fuel economy 
standards for nonpassenger automobiles 
(“NPA*s*') manufactured in model years 
1980 and 1981 and announces a public 
hearing on this proposal. This notice also 
proposes extending the NPA category to 
include vehicles with gross vehicle weight 
ratings as high as 8.500 pounds and 
limiting the extent to which “captive im¬ 
port’* vehicles may be counted together 
with domestic vehicles for standards 
compliance purposes. Vehicles thereby 
included in the NPA category for the first 
time would be subject to fuel economy 
labeling requirements beginning wtih the 
1979 model year. This notice also invites 
applications for financial assistance from 
individuals or organizations which can 
effectively supplement the record of this 
proceeding but which are financially un¬ 
able to participate without assistance. 

The issuance of these standards is re¬ 
quired by section 502(b) of the Motor 
Vehicle Information and Cost Savings 
Act, as amended. These standards are 
intended to result in the consumption 
of approximately 12 billion fewer gal¬ 
lons of gasoline over the life of the NPA 
fleets manufactured in these two years, 
than would be the case if the average 
fuel economy of those vehicles remained 
at the anticipated 1979 level. 

DATES: Comments on this notice must 
be received on or before January 30,1978. 

Applications for financial assistance 
must be received on or before January 
3, 1978. 

These standards are proposed to be 
effective for the 1980 and 1981 model 
years. 

The public hearing will commence at 
8:30 a.m. on Monday, January 16, 1978. 

ADDRESSES: Comments must be sub¬ 
mitted (preferably in ten copies) in 
writing to: Docket Section, National 
Highway Traffic Safety Administration, 
room 5108, 400 Seventh Street SW.. 
Washington, D.C. 20590. 

Submissions containing information 
for which confidential treatment is re¬ 
quested should be submitted (preferably 
in three copies) to: Chief Counsel, Na¬ 
tional Highway Traffic Safety Adminis¬ 
tration, room 5219, 400 Seventh Street 
SW.. Washington, D.C. 20590. and seven 
additional copies from which the pur¬ 
portedly confidential information has 
been deleted should be sent to the Docket 
Section. 

Applications for financial assistance 
should be submitted to Ms. Jeanette Feld¬ 
man, Special Assistant to the Evaluation 
Board. National Highway Traffic Safety 
Administration, room 5220, 400 Seventh 
Street SW.. Washington, D.C. 20590. 

The public hearing will be held in the 
Federal Aviation Administration Audi¬ 
torium, room 310, 800 Independence Ave¬ 
nue SW., Washington, D.C. Copies of 
statements for the hearing should be 
submitted to the individual listed below 
as the “Information Contact/* 
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FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Mr. George L. Parker. Office of Auto¬ 
motive Fuel Economy. National High¬ 
way Traffic Safety Administration, 400 

Seventh Street SW., Washington, D.C. 

20590, 202-472-6902. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

I. Background Information 

Section 502(b) of the Motor Vehicle 
Information and Cost Savings Act, as 
amended (hereafter, “the Act”), requires 
the Secretary of Transportation to es¬ 
tablish average fuel economy standards 
for nonpassenger automobiles (hereafter. 
“NPA’s”). Authority to establish these 
fuel economy standards was delegated 
by the Secretary to the Administrator of 
the National Highway Traffic Safety Ad¬ 
ministration (NHTSA) in 41 FR 25015, 
June 22, 1976. These standards must be 
established for each model year begin¬ 
ning with 1979 and must be prescribed at 
least eighteen months prior to the start 
of the model year to which the standard 
applies. On March 14, 1977, average fuel 
economy standards for NPA’s manufac¬ 
tured in model year 1979 were published 
in 42 FR 13807. This notice proposes the 
establishment of standards for NPA's 
manufactured in model years 1980 and 
1981. 

Before the issuance of this notice, 
NHTSA sent questionnaires and then 
special orders to the NPA manufactur¬ 
ers asking them specific questions relat¬ 
ing to their current NPA’s, their plans 
for future changes to those vehicles, and 
their capabilities to make other vehicle 
improvements. Copies of these questions 
and of the manufacturers* responses are 
available for inspection in the NHTSA 
Docket Section, at the address listed at 
the start of this notice. Responses to 
those questions provided much of the 
data upon which these standards are 
based. 

The term “nonpassenger automobile’’ 
generally refers to vehicles in the “light 
truck” category, such as pickup trucks, 
vans, and utility vehicles like the Ameri¬ 
can Motors Jeep CJ-5 and CJ-7. To be 
considered a NPA, a vehicle must first 
fall within the statutory definition of 
“automobile.” Section 501(1) of the Act 
defines “automobile” as follows: 

any 4-wheeled vehicle propelled by fuel 
which is manufactured primarily for use on 
public streets, roads, and highways (except 
any vehicle operated exclusively on a rail or 
rails), and 

(A) which Is dated at 6,000 lbs. gross ve¬ 
hicle weight or less, or 

(B) which— 

(I) la rated at more than 6,000 lbs. gross 
vehicle weight but less than 10,000 lbs. gross 
vehicle weight, 

(II) Is a type of vehicle for which the 
Secretary determines, by rule, average fuel 
economy standards under this part are 
feasible, and 

(ill) is a type of vehicle for which the 
Secretary determines, by rule, average fuel 
economy standards will result In significant 
energy conservation, or la a type of vehicle 
which the Secretary determines is substan¬ 
tially used for the same purposes as vehicles 


described in subparagraph (A) of this para¬ 
graph. 

The “automobile” category is divided 
into two subcategories, “passenger auto¬ 
mobiles” and a residual category which 
the Department of Transportation (here¬ 
after, “DOT”) has labelled as NPA’s. 
“Passenger automobiles” are defined in 
section 501(2) to be “any automobile 
(other than an automobile capable of 
off-highway operation) which the Sec¬ 
retary determines by rule is manufac¬ 
tured primarily for use in the transpor¬ 
tation of not more than 10 individuals.” 
Further discussion of which vehicles fall 
in these categories is contained in 49 
CFR Part 523, originally published in 42 
FR 38362, July 28. 1977. 

Compliance with average fuel econo¬ 
my standards is determined in accord¬ 
ance with procedures established by the 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) 
under section 503 of the Act in 40 CFR 
Part 600. These procedures specify how 
test vehicles are selected, how the fuel 
economy of those vehicles is measured, 
and how the data are used to calculate 
mileage estimates for the EPA/Depart¬ 
ment of Energy mileage guides, fuel 
economy labeling, and fuel economy 
standards compliance. Testing is per¬ 
formed in a laboratory under controlled 
conditions. Under the law, NHTSA is re¬ 
sponsible for determining which vehicles 
are subject to fuel economy standards 
and the level of those standards. EPA 
calculates a fuel economy average for 
each class of NPA manufactured by a 
manufacturer, and NHTSA compares 
that value to the standard for compli¬ 
ance purposes. Thus, individual NPA 
models need not comply with the fuel 
economy standard, but the fuel economy 
fleet average for all models on a pro¬ 
duction-weighted basis must meet or ex¬ 
ceed the standard. 

In cases of noncompliance with a 
standard, civil penalties are assessed at 
the rate of $5 for each tenth of a mile 
per gallon by which a manufacturer’s 
average falls short of the standard, mul¬ 
tiplied by the total number of NPA’s 
subject to the standard. If a manufac¬ 
turer exceeds an applicable fuel economy, 
standard in one model year, monetary 
credits are earned at the same rate and 
are deducted first from civil penalties in¬ 
curred in the immediately preceding 
model year and then from the year 
immediately following the current year. 
Thus, noncompliance by a manufacturer 
in a single model year would not neces¬ 
sarily result in payment of civil penalties 
if the manufacturer sufficiently exceeds 
the standards in the prior or subsequent 
model year. 

The fuel economy standards proposed 
in this notice are based upon projections 
of significant initiatives by the manufac¬ 
turers over the next three years. How¬ 
ever, the initiatives projected to be un¬ 
dertaken by 1980-81 in every case repre¬ 
sent items either currently in use by some 
manufacturer, planned for use by 1980, 
or clearly demonstrated to be feasible by 
that time frame. Nor are essential attri¬ 
butes of NPA’s such as initial price and 


63185 

utility projected to change substantially 
as a result of this proposal. In general. 
NHTSA has concluded that NPA’s can 
become more efficient by 1980-81 and 
achieve significant operating cost reduc¬ 
tions through reasonable improvement 
efforts by the manufacturers. 

n. Scope of the Standard 

The NPA standard for model year 1979 
Is limited in applicability to vehicles with 
a gross vehicle weight rating (GVWR) 
of 6,000 pounds or less. (GVWR Is a 
measure of a vehicle's weight when 
loaded to rated capacity. Thus, the aver¬ 
age curb weight (unloaded) of all NPA’s 
with GVWR’s as high as 8500 pounds 
roughly approximates the average curb 
weight of large passenger cars, although 
their payload capacities differ greatly.) 
Separate standards are provided for 
“four-wheel-drive general utility vehi¬ 
cles” (vehicles such as the AM Jeep CJ 
series and the Toyota Land Cruiser) and 
all other NPA’s. These standards are 15.8 
and 17.2 mpg respectively, with each 
manufacturer being given the option of 
combining all of its NPA’s and complying 
with the 17.2 mpg standard. All NPA’s 
are treated identically and counted to¬ 
gether for purposes of determining com¬ 
pliance with the 1979 standard regard¬ 
less of whether they are domestically 
produced or are imported by a manu¬ 
facturer. This notice proposes to change 
both the GVWR limitation and the treat¬ 
ment of imported NPA’s beginning with 
model year 1980, as explained below. 

(a) The gross vehicle weight limita¬ 
tion. Section 501 requires the Secretary 
of Transportation to make certain find¬ 
ings before he can subject vehicles with 
GVWR’s between 6.000 and 10,000 
pounds to fuel economy standards. As 
noted in Section I of this notice, the re¬ 
quired findings are (1) that the vehicle 
is of a type for which average fuel econ¬ 
omy standards are feasible, and (2) 
either that significant energy savings 
would result from the imposition of 
standards or that the vehicle is “sub¬ 
stantially used for the same purposes as 
vehicles” with GVWR’s of 6.000 pounds 
or less which are already subject to 
standards. 

The 1979 NPA standard does not apply 
to vehicles with a GVWR of more than 
6,000 pounds primarily because, when it 
was developing that standard in 1976, 
the NHTSA lacked a reliable source of 
fuel economy data for those vehicles to 
determine compliance with standards. 
EPA, which has in the past derived fuel 
economy data from vehicle emission test 
results, had not completed its rulemak¬ 
ing to require emission testing of trucks 
with GVWR’s over 6,000 pounds by the 
time NHTSA initiated its 1979 NPA rule- 
making. Most vehicles which potentially 
could be classified as NPA’s fall within 
the EPA “light duty truck” category, 
which excludes vehicles with GVWR’s 
above 6,000 pounds. Heavier trucks are 
not currently tested for emissions in a 
manner which yields fuel economy data. 
Now that EPA’s rulemaking for the 
heavier vehicles is complete, it is clear 
that, beginning with the 1979 model 
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year. EPA’s light truck category will in¬ 
clude vehicles with GVWR’s up to 8.500 
pounds, curb weights of 6.000 pounds or 
less, and frontal areas of 46 square feet 
or less. As a result of this change, fuel 
economy data for these heavier vehicles 
will be available for the 1979 model year. 

EPA’s testing of light trucks with 
GVWR’s up to 8.500 pounds for emis¬ 
sions will provide urban driving cycle fuel 
economy for those vehicles. Conducting 
an additional highway driving cycle test 
for those vehicles will provide a source 
of reliable fuel economy data which 
can be used in the future to determine 
compliance with fuel economy standards. 
Completion of EPA’s rulemaking pro¬ 
vides the crucial missing ingredient 
which prevented the inclusion of those 
vehicles at the time the 1979 standard 
was proposed. Thus, because of the as¬ 
sured existence of a test procedure to 
provide fuel economy data, fuel economy 
standards are feasible for those vehicles 
to be tested by EPA for the first time for 
the 1979 model year, which have 
GVWR’s between 6.000 and 8,500 pounds, 
curb weights of 6,000 pounds or less, and 
vehicle frontal areas of 46 square feet or 
less (called "potential-NPA’s”). 

Significant energy conservation would 
result from the establishment of fuel 
economy standards for this class of ve¬ 
hicles. For the 1977 model year, sales in 
the 6.001-8.500 pound GVWR category 
will exceed IV 2 million units, a total 
which is twice as great as the number of 
NPA’s currently sold in the 0-6.000 
pound class. A 10 percent improvement 
in the fuel economy of those vehicles 
could save approximately 1.4 billion gal¬ 
lons per year of gasoline over the life¬ 
time of one model year’s production, a 
savings closely approximating that re¬ 
sulting from the imposition of the 1979 
NPA standard. This would clearly be a 
significant energy savings. As shown in 
section IV of this notice, a 10 percent 
improvement is feasible for those ve¬ 
hicles. 

It also appears that the vehicles in the 
6,001 to 8,500 pound class are used for 
substantially the same purposes as the 
6,000 pound and under vehicles. Some of 
the over-6,000 pound vehicles are merely 
re-rated or slightly modified versions of 
pickup trucks, vans, and utilities previ¬ 
ously rated under 6,001 pounds. The body 
configurations of the 6.001-8.500 pounds 
GVWR fleet are generally the same as 
for the under 6,001 pounds GVWR fleet, 
and the vehicles are generally advertised 
for the same uses, particularly those ve¬ 
hicles in the 6.001-6,400 pound range. 
Data in the 1972 ‘'Census of Transporta¬ 
tion, Truck Inventorv and Use Survey” 
and information gathered by the EPA 
in developing its light truck emission 
standards for 1979 indicate that at 
GVWR’s below' 8.000 pounds, a truck’s 
major use is personal <i.e., non-com¬ 
mercial) transportation, that between 
8,000 and 10,000 pounds GVWR a mix¬ 
ture of personal and commercial uses oc¬ 
cur. and that above 10.000 pounds GVWR 
commercial uses predominate. The de¬ 
gree of personal transportation usage for 
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trucks under 8,500 pounds GVWR, ap¬ 
pears to still be increasing, particularly 
for those under 6.400 pounds GVWR. 
Therefore, it is concluded that vehicles 
in the 6,001 to 8,500 pound class are 
"substantially used for the same pur¬ 
poses as vehicles” in the lower GVWR 
class. It should also be noted that the 
EPA made a similar finding on the ques¬ 
tion of vehicle usage patterns of trucks 
with GVWR’s below 8,500 pounds when 
that agency extended the applicability 
of its light duty truck emission standards. 
See 41 FR 56316. December 28. 1976. 

In view of the conclusions drawn above 
with respect to the feasibility of stand¬ 
ards, fuel savings potential and vehicle 
use patterns, it is proposed to extend the 
statutory "automobile” category to in¬ 
clude 4-wheeled vehicles propelled by 
fuel, manufactured primarily for use on 
public streets, roads, and highways, and 
which have a curb weight of 6,000 pounds 
or less, a frontal area of 46 square feet 
or less, and a GVWR of 6,001 to 8.500 
pounds. The curb weight and frontal 
area limitations are imposed to make the 
fuel economy classification consistent 
with that adopted by EPA for emissions 
purposes. EPA concluded in its Decem¬ 
ber 28, 1976, rulemaking that vehicles 
which exceed those limitations are not 
used for the same type of service as those 
with smaller frontal areas and curb 
weights, and that the EPA test driving 
cycle may be inappropriate for the larger 
vehicles. However, manufacturers may 
certify for emissions purposes NPA’s up 
to 10.000 pounds GVWR, if they desire. 

It is proposed that this expansion of 
the NPA category be effective beginning 
with the 1980 model year for standards 
compliance purposes. However, those 
vehicle would be subject to the re¬ 
quirements of section 506 of the Act, in¬ 
cluding the requirements that they have 
a fuel economy label affixed and that 
fuel economy data be included in the 
EPA/Department of Energy gas mileage 
guide, beginning with the 1979 model 
year. Fuel economy data for the 6,001- 
8,500 pound GVWR class could be ob¬ 
tained for the 1979 model year at the 
earliest, because EPA will not begin test¬ 
ing those vehicles for emissions until 
model year 1979. However, subjecting 
these vehicles to fuel economy standards 
for the 19.79 model year would require 
an amendment to those standards, argu¬ 
ably making the standards more strin¬ 
gent and in violation of the "18-month 
rule” of section 502(f) of the Act. That 
provision requires that any amendment 
to a fuel economy standard which has 
the effect of making that standard more 
stringent must be promulgated at least 
18 months prior to the start of the model 
year to which it applies. Those vehicles 
in the 6.000-8.500 pound class would not 
be required to be included in the manu¬ 
facturers’ NPA fleet averages for stand¬ 
ards compliance purposes until the 1980 
model year. 

Further information relating to these 
determinations for vehicles in the 6,001- 
8,500 pound GVWR class is included in 
a document titled "Rulemaking Support 


Paper for the 1980 and 1981 Nonpas¬ 
senger Automobile Fuel Economy Stand¬ 
ards.” Copies of this document (here¬ 
after called "the RSP”) are available 
from the Office of Automotive Fuel Econ¬ 
omy. at the address listed for information 
at the beginning of this notice. 

(b) Discretionary classification. Sec¬ 
tion 502(b) of the Act authorized the 
establishment of "separate standards for 
different classes” of NPA’s. The Act does 
not explicitly state the basis on which any 
classification scheme should be drawn. 
However, the report of the Conference 
Committee on the Act states that classes 
could be defined by the Secretary of 
Transportation, and "could be based on 
functional classifications or other factors. 
(S. Rept. No. 94-516. 94th Cong., 1st 
Bess. 155 (1975)). The Department in¬ 
terprets this language to grant wide lat¬ 
itude in selecting bases for classifying 
NPA’s, as long as the classification 
scheme promotes the general purposes 
of the Act. 

At the same time, the Department 
recognizes that substantial reasons exist 
for minimizing the number of classifi¬ 
cations used in NPA standard-setting. 
First, minimizing the number of classi¬ 
fications is consistent with the para¬ 
mount goal of energy conservation. The 
total fuel consumption of the NPA fleet 
is a function of the fleet’s average fuel 
economy, the number of NPA’s in opera¬ 
tion, and the number of miles driven 
per vehicle. Only theHrst of these fac¬ 
tors is subject to regulation under the 
Act. The simplest and most direct meth¬ 
od for maximizing the NPA fleet average 
fuel economy is to set a single standard 
for all NPA’s at the highest possible 
level. If multiple standards were cre¬ 
ated for different classes of NPA’s, the 
Agency w’ould create a situation where 
mix shifts could occur between these 
classes which could decrease average 
fuel economy. For example, establishing 
a separate standard for an inherently 
large and heavy type of NPA would 
permit unrestricted increases in the sale 
of that vehicle type. If these sales in¬ 
creases occurred as a result of shifts 
from more fuel efficient NPA types, then 
average fuel economy would be reduced, 
but the separate fuel economy standards 
could still be met. 

Second, establishing multiple classifi¬ 
cations would increase the administrative 
burden for both the government and the 
industry in determining standards com¬ 
pliance. Questions could arise as to the 
proper classification of particular ve¬ 
hicles, for example. Also, as the number 
of standards increases, the probability 
of encountering noncompliance by some 
manufacturer increases, thereby increas¬ 
ing the expected number of enforcement 
proceedings the agency would be re¬ 
quired to conduct. 

Third, minimizing the number of 
classes established would preserve the 
flexibility of the manufacturers in pro¬ 
ducing a product line which meets both 
the standards and market demand. As 
more constraints (such as additional 
class-standards) are placed on the 
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manufacturers’ fleets, fewer options for 
complying with the standards remain. 
The added flexibility provided by fewer 
constraints would, for example, permit a 
manufacturer to do more than NHTSA 
projected to improve the fuel economy of 
some of its vehicles and little or nothing 
on others, instead of making the specific 
improvements projected by NHTSA for 
each of its vehicles. On the other hand, 
manufacturers with a limited product 
line of relatively fuel Inefficient vehicles 
might be unable to comply with fuel 
economy standards based on the capa¬ 
bilities of manufacturers of a full line of 
vehicles with varying efficiencies, justify¬ 
ing the establishment of a separate clas¬ 
sification and fuel economy standard for 
the former manufacturers. Based on 
these considerations. NHTSA is propos¬ 
ing separate standards for two- and four- 
wheel drive NPA’s. See section VIII of 
this notice. 

One purpose behind Title V of the Act 
is to encourage the demostic production 
of automobiles which are currently im¬ 
ported by the major domestic automobile 
companies, and thereby to protect em¬ 
ployment in the U.S. automobile indus¬ 
try. With respect to passenger automo¬ 
biles. section 503(b) of the Act provides 
that such “captive imports.” which typi¬ 
cally have relatively high fuel economy, 
may not be counted together with a 
manufacturer’s domestic passenger auto¬ 
mobiles for standards compliance pur¬ 
poses after model year 1979. Instead, the 
captive imports must comply separately 
as if manufactured by an independent 
entity. House Report No. 94-340 on H.R. 
7014, from which Title V of the Act was 
derived, expresses the intent that a fuel 
economy calculation procedure similar 
to that used for passenger automobiles be 
used for NPA’s. See p. 91, supra. There¬ 
fore, the NHTSA believes it would be 
appropriate to require the separate com¬ 
pliance of captive imports with NPA 
average fuel economy standards. 

While the NHTSA believes that the 
separate treatment of “capitive import” 
NPA’s will promote the eventual do¬ 
mestic manufacture of these typically 
more fuel efficient vehicles, a number of 
possible schedules for implementing this 
requirement could be developed. The 
most direct approach for requiring sepa¬ 
rate compliance of the domestically 
manufactured and the captive import 
fleets would be to establish the earliest 
possible effective date for the require¬ 
ment. Because of the decision not to im¬ 
pose such a requirement for the 1979 
model year (see 42 PR 13810-13811) and 
the manufacturers* probable reliance on 
that decision in making their product 
plans, the earliest possible implementa¬ 
tion date would be the 1980 model year. 
This effective date would encourage the 
earliest possible shift to domestic pro¬ 
duction of vehicles like the current cap¬ 
tive imports, with corresponding in¬ 
creases in domestic automobile industry 
employment. 

However, it may be desirable to imple¬ 
ment the requirement gradually. Manu¬ 
facturers may have irreversibly based 
their fuel economy improvement plans 


for 1980 and 81 on the importation of 
highly fuel efficient foreign-manufac- 
tured NPA’s and may have focused 
their resources in that area. A gradual 
implementation plan may also encour¬ 
age expanded interest in and market¬ 
ing of the smaller, more fuel efficient 
NPA’s, especially in the case of those 
domestic manufacturers which have im¬ 
ported relatively low numbers of those 
vehicles in the past. If a strong demand 
for these vehicles can be fostered, the 
domestic manufacturers would have an 
additional incentive to continue and ex¬ 
pand the sale of the vehicles after the 
time when the captive imports could not 
be used to improve fuel economy aver¬ 
ages of domestic NPA fleets. An abrupt 
end to the inclusion of these smaller cap¬ 
tive import NPA’s could discourage those 
manufacturers which might otherwise 
venture into the small pick-up market 
from entering through the lowest risk 
method, importing vehicles. On the other 
hand, if fuel economy standards for 
1980-81 are based on the assumption that 
captive imports will not be counted 
together with domestic NPA’s. the re¬ 
sulting standards might provide a neu¬ 
tral environment in which sales of those 
imported vehicles could still expand if 
market forces so dictate, thus encourag¬ 
ing increased domestic production and 
Jobs in later years. Subsequent standards 
would be based on the assumption of do¬ 
mestic production of compact pick-up 
trucks, which the agency projects can 
be introduced by the 1982 model year, 
thereby providing an incentive to in¬ 
crease sales of those vehicles. 

An infinite number of possible imple¬ 
mentation schemes exist for the sepa¬ 
rate calculation requirement. In the case 
of passenger automobiles, a two-year im¬ 
plementation period is provided, with 
the absolute number of imported vehi¬ 
cles which can be included in a manu¬ 
facturer’s domestic average in those 
years being limited to the lesser of the 
absolute number sold or the percentage 
of total sales of those captive imports 
in a 1974-5 base period. See section 503 
(d) of the act. For NPA’s, variations on 
the duration of the time allowed for full 
implementation, the “includable” num¬ 
ber of imports, and the base period are 
all possible. 

NHTSA is not proposing a single 
schedule for the implementation of a re¬ 
quirement for separate compliance de¬ 
terminations for the manufacturers’ do¬ 
mestic and captive import fleets. Instead, 
the agency is putting forward two pos¬ 
sible schedules. The first requires com¬ 
plete separation of domestic and cap¬ 
tive import NPA’s beginning with the 
1980 model year with no gradual imple¬ 
mentation period. The second alter¬ 
native delays complete separation until 
1982. Under this latter alternative, cap¬ 
tive imports could be included in a 
manufacturer’s domestic average up to 
6 percent of total NPA sales for each 
class of NPA’s in each of the two years. 
Commencing with the 1982 model year, 
no captive imports could be included in 
a manufacturer’s domestic average; 
those imports would be required to 


comply separately with the fuel economy 
standards, as if manufactured by a sepa¬ 
rate manufacturer. The 6 percent figure 
approximates the NPA captive import 
market penetration of Ford, which was 
the highest of all the domestic manufac¬ 
turers in that year. Adopting the 6 per¬ 
cent limitation would permit all of the 
manufacturers to enter the small pick¬ 
up market without making a major re¬ 
source commitment for tooling. i.e, 
through importing such vehicles, but 
would not permit any of the manufac¬ 
turers to comply with the fuel economy 
standards for 1980-81 by merely import¬ 
ing large numbers of vehicles. 

While the agency is focusing on these 
two alternatives, it should be realized 
that they are illustrative of the universe 
of possible resolutions of the captive im¬ 
port issue, which ranges from separate 
treatment beginning in 1980 to various 
gradual implementation schedules to 
continuation of the full inclusion of cap¬ 
tive import NPA’s in the domestic fuel 
economy averages. NHSTA requests 
comment on all issues relevant to the 
captive import question, including an 
appropriate effective date for the re¬ 
quirement, the impact on domestic em¬ 
ployment of the two year delay in total 
exclusion of captive imports, and the 
extent to which such a delay would en¬ 
courage domestic production of small 
NPA’s. Additional discussion of these 
matters is contained in section V-D of 
the RSP. 

Depending on the extent to which 
captive imports may be included in a 
manufacturer’s domestic fuel economy 
average for compliance purposes, that 
manufacturer’s maximum achievable 
domestic fuel economy level in 1980 and 
1981 will vary. Therefore, two different 
sets of fuel economy standards have been 
proposed, based on the two alternative 
treatments of captive imports discussed 
above. However, it should be clearly 
understood that the fuel economy stand¬ 
ards for model year 1982 and thereafter 
will be based in part on the projected 
sale by GM, Ford, and Chrysler of do¬ 
mestically manufactured compact pick¬ 
up trucks, regardless of the final resolu- 
tionof the captive imports question. 
NHTSA has information which indicates 
that the domestic production of these 
vehicles by those companies appears to 
be feasible by 1982. 

After consultation between NHTSA 
and EPA on the captive import issue, the 
EPA has expressed its intention to 
amend the NPA average fuel economy 
calculation procedures in 40 CFR Part 
600 to provide for the separate treatment 
of captive imports in accordance wdth 
the results of this rulemaking proceed¬ 
ing. 

HI. Statutory Criteria 

Section 502(b) of the act provides that 
average fuel economy standards for 
NPA’s be set at a level which is the “max¬ 
imum feasible average fuel economy 
level.” Section 502(e) provides that in 
determining this level, the Secretary 
must consider four factors: Technologi¬ 
cal feasibility, economic practicability. 
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the effect of other Federal motor vehicle 
standards on fuel economy, and the need 
of the nation to conserve energy. These 
same considerations are relevant to the 
establishment of fuel economy stand¬ 
ards for passenger automobiles under 
section 502(a) of the Act. 

The Department’s interpretation of 
these terms, as they relate to the auto¬ 
mobile fuel economy standard-setting 
process, was discussed at length in the 
Federal Register notice which estab¬ 
lished the 1981-64 passenger automobile 
standards (42 FR 33534, June 30, 1977). 
To summarize that notice, “technological 
feasibility” means that consideration 
must be given to whether particular 
methods of improving fuel economy will 
be available for commercial application 
in the model year for which a standard 
is being established. This does not mean 
that the technology must be available or 
in use when a standard is proposed or 
issued. “Economic practicability” is in¬ 
terpreted to require a consideration of 
whether the implementation of projected 
fuel economy improvements is within 
the economic capability of the industry. 
“The effect of other Federal motor vehi¬ 
cle standards on fuel economy” requires 
an analysis of the unavoidable adverse 
effects on fuel economy of compliance 
with emission, safety, noise, or damage- 
ability standards. Thus, for example, this 
analysis projects the impact on fuel 
economy of the use by the manufacturers 
of the most fuel efficient emission con¬ 
trol systems. Finally, “the need of the 
Nation to conserve energy” requires con¬ 
sideration of the consumer cost, national 
balance of payments, environmental, and 
foreign policy implications of our need 
for large quantities of petroleum, espe- 
cialy imported petroleum. 

IV. Technological Feasibility 

(a) Projection methodology. Under the 
NHTSA methodology discussed above, 
the projection of technologically feasible 
fuel economy levels begins with the es¬ 
tablishment of the current baseline of 
fuel eronomy values for the NPA fleet. 
A baseline of 1977 model year fuel econ¬ 
omy ratings, with 1976 model year sales 
volumes (partially adjusted to reflect an¬ 
ticipated 1977 sales) was used. For NPA’s 
of 6,000 pounds GVWR or less, fuel 
economy ratings were obtained from 
EPA emission certification and fuel econ¬ 
omy labeling data. For vehicles between 
6.001 and 8.500 pounds GVWR, which the 
agency proposes to classify as NPA’s be¬ 
ginning with the 1980 model year for 
standards compliance purposes, data 
from the lower weight vehicles were ex¬ 
trapolated. More information on this 
process is contained in section VI of the 
RSP. The extrapolation takes into ac¬ 
count vehicle weight, engine displace¬ 
ment, and final drive and transmission 
gear ratios, but does not reflect differ¬ 
ences in such areas as engine efficiency 
and vehicle frontal area (which affects 
aerodynamic characteristics), which may 
affect fuel economy. Comment is re¬ 
quested on the appropriateness of the 
extrapolation procedure used and possi¬ 
ble alternative methods for obtaining fuel 


economy data for “potential-NPA’s” in 
the 6,001-8,500 pound GVWR class. 

On:e the baseline fleet was established, 
the next step in projecting technologi¬ 
cally feasible fuel economy levels was to 
apply the improvement techniques de¬ 
termined to be applicable to NPA’s, based 
on currently available information. Be¬ 
cause of differences in the nature 
and intended use of different types of 
NPA's, not every model type was pro¬ 
jected to use the same technological im¬ 
provement to the same extent. Instead, 
an assessment was made of the appro¬ 
priateness of each potential application. 
The individual items of fuel economy 
improvement technology are basically 
the same as those considered for use in 
passenger and nonpassenger automobiles 
in past standard-setting pro:eedings, al¬ 
though not necessarily with the same im¬ 
plementation schedule or fuel economy 
benefit as was projected for passenger 
automobiles. The percent improvements 
for each item are weighted according to 
their maximum projected market pene¬ 
tration, then added to obtain the total 
percent improvement. The total percent 
improvement is then multiplied by the 
baseline fuel economy to obtain each 
manufacturer’s maximum achievable 
fuel economy level based on currently 
available information. The items con¬ 
sidered were the following: Weight re¬ 
duction, transmission improvements 
(automatic and manual), improved 
lubrirants, reduced accessory loads, im¬ 
proved aerodynamic characteristics, re¬ 
duced tire rolling resistance, use of al¬ 
ternative engines such as the diesel and 
the stratified charge, reduced engine dis¬ 
placement and/or drive ratios (CID x 
N/V), use of turbochargers, engine ef¬ 
ficiency improvements such as the use of 
electronic controls for various engine op¬ 
erating parameters and fuel injection, 
variable displacement engines, and shift¬ 
ing sales toward vehicles in lower weight 
classes (mix shifts). These items are dis¬ 
cussed below individually. 

(b) Weight reduction. For analytical 
purposes, the weight reduction category 
has been divided into two subcate¬ 
gories, vehicle redesign and material 
substitution. “Vehicle redesign” is the 
resign of a vehicle for maximum 
cargo and passenger-carrying effi¬ 
ciency, reducing the exterior dimen¬ 
sions without significantly reducing the 
functional passenger and cargo space. 
The agency currently has little data on 
the extent to which this process could 
be applied to NPA’s. However, there 
seems little doubt that some room for 
improved packaging exists. Also, the use 
of transversely mounted front-wheel 
drive power trains, currently nonexist¬ 
ent on domestically manufactured 
NPA’s, could reduce engine compartment 
depth and could permit the redesign of 
passenger and cargo compartments to 
take advantage of the deletion of the 
drive shaft. By its very nature, vehicle 
redesign is an expensive process which 
in the past has occurred at intervals of 
five years or more. By accelerating the 
redesign process to the maximum extent 


feasible, some current NPA’s could be re¬ 
designed by the 1981 model year. At the 
same time, it must be recognized that not 
all NPA’s of a single manufacturer 
could be expected to be redesigned in a 
brief time period, especially when most 
of the manufacturers are in the process 
of redesigning their passenger automo¬ 
biles on an accelerated basis in order to 
improve the fuel economy of those ve¬ 
hicles. Therefore, it was projected that a 
limited number of vehicle redesigns could 
occur prior to model year 1982 both as 
part of historic model year change pro¬ 
grams and of accelerated efforts to im¬ 
prove fuel economy, and that the manu¬ 
facturers, aware of the Heed to improve 
the fuel economy of these vehicles since 
the passage of the Act in December 1975. 
could adopt fuel efficient designs. 

As part of a major vehicle redesign 
or in some cases without a major rede¬ 
sign, the substitution of lighter weight 
vehicle components could occur. This 
fuel economy improvement technique in¬ 
volves the use of such materials as alu¬ 
minum, plastics, high strength steel, and 
thinner glass, as well as the use of alter¬ 
native design and casting techniques 
which permit the use of less material in 
components. Table VI-7 of the RSP sets 
forth a number of possible areas of ma¬ 
terial substitution which could be imple¬ 
mented in the 1980-81 time frame. Fleet 
average weight reductions of approxi¬ 
mately 200 to over 300 pounds are 
achievable through the use of the listed 
material substitutions. NHTSA has re¬ 
cently received information from several 
plastics and aluminum suppliers which 
indicate this projection may be low. 
These submissions are in the public 
docket and comment is invited on their 
validity. 

Combining the weight reductions 
achievable through vehicle redesign, ma¬ 
terial substitution, and the introduction 
of new NPA models (see Section IV(K) 
of this notice), the following fleet average 
inertia weights (in pounds) are project¬ 
ed to be achievable: 



4x2 

4x4 

Domestic production 1980 

AM C. 

. 2,924 

3,801 

Ford. 

OM. 

. 4,129 •(4,039) 

. 4,351 *(4,270) 

4,530 *(4,438) 
5,000 *(4,8&n) 

Chrysler_ 

. 4,091 *(4,026) 

4.697 *(4,395) 

III. 

. 4,159 

4,358 

Domestic production 1981 

AMC. 

Ford. 

OM. 

Chrysler.... 
Ill. 

o Ty) 

. 4,139 *(4.071) 

. 3,913 *(3.858) 

. 3,919 * (3,804) 

. 4,114 

3,748 

4,515 *(4,424) 
4.808 *(4,700) 
4,509 *(4,418) 
4,263 


•Fleet average Including 6 pet captive imports. 


The projected total weight reduction of 
approximately 400 pounds per vehicle results 
In an average fuel economy improvement of 
approximately 6 percent by 1981. The differ¬ 
ent inertia weights projected for the various 
manufacturers are due primarily to the cur¬ 
rent differences in the mix of products of¬ 
fered by those companies. 
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(c) Transmission improvements. Two 
levels of improvement to present auto¬ 
matic transmissions have been consid¬ 
ered in the RSP. The first level involves 
relatively minor improvements to such 
transmissions, such as the use of more 
efficient torque converters. The second 
level requires a major redesign of the 
transmission, with the addition of a 
fourth forward gear ratio and a lock-up 
clutch on the torque converter. The first 
level of improvements could be imple¬ 
mented by the larger manufacturers for 
the 1980 model year, and the smaller 
manufacturers, which generally pur¬ 
chase transmissions from outside 
sources, could obtain them on a delayed 
basis of perhaps one year later. First 
level improvements are projected to ob¬ 
tain a 3.5 percent fuel economy improve¬ 
ment per vehicle. Second level improve¬ 
ments should gain a total improvement 
of 10 percent compared to the present 
base, but are not expected to be generally 
available for use in NPA’s during the 
1980 and 1981 model years. The four 
speed lock-up transmissions should first 
be available in the early 1980’s for use in 
passenger automobiles, with availability 
for use in NAP’s generally coming later. 
However, NHTSA projects that Ford, 
which appears to be the leader among 
the domestic maunfacturers in building 
these transmissions, could apply some of 
those transmissions to NPA’s and achieve 
a 15 percent penetration in its 2-wheel 
drive NPA fleet for model year 1980. 

A 5 percent fuel economy improvement 
could result from changes in current 
manual transmissions, through the sub¬ 
stitution of units with additional over¬ 
drive forward gears or by using wide 
ratio transmissions in conjunction with 
law numerical ratio rear axles. By the 
mid-1980’s, greater usage of such units 
in the manual transmission portion of 
the fleet should be possible. 

(d) Improved lubricants and acces¬ 
sories. The agency attributes a total im¬ 
provement in fuel economy of 8 percent 
by model year 1981 to the use of im¬ 
proved lubricants and through the use of 
improved vehicle and engine pumps, 
fans, and accessory drives. See Section 
VI of the RSP. A 2 percent improvement 
is projected for accessories in model year 
1980. In the same year, a 2 percent fuel 
economy improvement could be obtained 
through the use of lower viscosity engine 
lubricants. By 1981, a 1 percent benefit 
from the use of gearbox lubricants could 
be achieved and an additional 3 percent 
benefit (compared to the projected 1980 
base) could be achieved through the use 
of recently developed synthetic engine 
lubricants. The use of these improved 
lubricants in fuel economy testing is sub¬ 
ject to prior EPA approval. Thus, total 
improvements for lubricants and acces¬ 
sories of 4 percent by 1980 and 8 percent 
by 1981 could be achieved. 

(e) Improving NPA aerodynamic char¬ 
acteristics. A vehicle's aerodynamic char¬ 
acteristics are largely a function of its 
frontal area and its aerodynamic drag 
coefficient. Major reductions of these 
two factors could be achieved only as 


part of the body redesign process. As 
noted above, it is projected that some 
model types in the current NPA fleet 
could be redesigned by model year 1981. 
Changes in vehicle frontal area are lim¬ 
ited by minimum acceptable levels of 
passenger and cargo carrying space. 
However, those precise levels are unclear. 
For example, the agency lacks data on 
what percent of NPA owners need the 
full cargo capacity of their vehicles and 
how frequently that need arises. Inter¬ 
ested persons are urged to submit any 
data they have on this matter. Reduc¬ 
tions in aerodynamic drag coefficients 
can also be achieved as part of a major 
vehicle redesign. Use of all of these 
methods for improving vehicle aerody¬ 
namic characteristics should make a fuel 
economy improvement of 4 percent feas¬ 
ible for those NPA’s that could be re¬ 
designed by 1981. See RSP, Section VI. 

(f) Reducing vehicle rolling resistance . 
Model year 1977 NPA’s use bias ply tires 
almost exclusively. Two levels of tire im¬ 
provement above current tires are fea¬ 
sible, resulting in significantly improved 
vehicle fuel economy. The first level of 
improvement is achievable through the 
use of currently available radial tires 
on all NPA’s. Although the portion of the 
NPA fleet which currently uses tires 
rated for high inflation pressures would 
not show a major improvement in fuel 
economy from this change, virtually all 
vans and the majority of pickups could 
benefit from the use of radial tires. 

The second level of improvement could 
result from the use of tires with lower 
rolling resistance than current radials. 
Since these tires achieve better vehicle 
fuel economy in part through high infla¬ 
tion pressure operation, the same limita¬ 
tions apply to their use as to radials. 
Present indications are that these ad¬ 
vanced tires may not be available for 
use on NPA’s by model year 1981. The 
fuel economy benefit from the use of ra¬ 
dial tires is 5 percent, for the 90 percent 
of the NPA fleet which does not yet use 
those tires or 4.5 percent on a fleet wide 
basis. Manufacturers must use the op¬ 
tional EPA “coast-down" procedure to 
obtain credit for these tire improve¬ 
ments. Depending on how the vehicles’ 
actual road load horsepower values com¬ 
pare to EPA’s currently tabulated values, 
specific manufacturers could experience 
either greater or lesser benefits than the 
4.5 percent projected. 

(g) Use of alternative engines. The 
current fleet of domestic NPA's is pow¬ 
ered almost exclusively by conventional 
spark ignition engines. As discussed in 
the final notice on 1981-84 passenger 
automobile fuel economy standards, die¬ 
sel (compression ignition) or stratified 
charge (such as the Ford PROCO) en¬ 
gine concepts have the potential to im¬ 
prove fuel economy by 20-25 percent per 
vehicle. See 42 FR 33540. Some of the 
domestic manufacturers have indicated 
that they plan to begin implementation 
of diesel engines in their NPA’s by the 
1980 model year or earlier. 

The agency is reluctant now as it was 
when it issued the 1981-84 notice to pro¬ 


ject maximum use of diesel engines until 
questions about the health effects relat¬ 
ing to particulate and other currently un¬ 
regulated emissions from those engines 
are more clearly resolved. Hie EPA is 
investigating these questions, and infor¬ 
mation on any potential adverse health 
effects resulting from widespread use of 
these engines, and, if such adverse ef¬ 
fects exist, the potential for control of 
those emissions, should be forthcoming. 
DOT is also conducting research into 
the fuel economy benefits of the use of 
these engines. In the meantime, the 
agency proposes to continue its policy 
of not basing fuel economy standards on 
the projected maximum use of diesel en¬ 
gines for model years 1980 and 1981. 
However, since several manufacturers 
have announced they plan to use this 
technology in the future, the projections 
of their future capabilities are based on 
that planned usage. 

With respect to the usage of engines 
employing stratified charge concepts, it 
appears that the earliest feasible imple¬ 
mentation date for that technology is 
after the 1980-81 period. Development 
work on the Ford PROCO engine, which 
has been characterized as a gasoline ver¬ 
sion of the diesel, should make that en¬ 
gine available for use slightly after that 
period, and other domestic manufactur¬ 
ers are also pursuing similar technology. 
The agency does not project the use of 
this technology for the 1980-81 period. 

Comment is requested from all inter¬ 
ested parties on the issue of use of al¬ 
ternative engines and on the questions 
of the existence of any adverse diesel- 
related health effects and the poten¬ 
tial for control of diesel emissions in 
particular. 

(h) Reducing engine displacement or 
N/V ratio. By using smaller displace¬ 
ment engines or by changing gearing to 
reduce the ratio of engine speed to ve¬ 
hicle speed (N/V), it is possible (within 
certain limits) to improve vehicle fuel 
economy. The main constraint limiting 
the extent of these reductions is that ac¬ 
celeration capabilities and the ability of 
a vehicle to pull loads up a steep grade 
are correspondingly reduced as engine 
displacement and gear ratios are dimin¬ 
ished. 

The major manufacturers of NPA’s 
were requested to provide information 
on criteria by which performance levels 
could be judged, and on performance of 
current vehicles. The manufacturers in¬ 
dicated in their responses that 0-80 mile 
per hour acceleration, gradability, and 
engine swept volume in high gear per 
ton-mile, all determined at full load, are 
the most important criteria. The re¬ 
sponses also indicated that current per¬ 
formance levels are substantially greater 
than the minima submitted by the man¬ 
ufacturers. Nevertheless, recognizing 
that some NPA applications may require 
performance levels above the minima, 
the agency considers that the maximum 
feasible reduction in the product of en¬ 
gine displacement and N/V ratio (CIDX 
N/V) is 10 percent for model years 1980 
and 1981. Together with reductions in 
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CIDXN/V made possible by weight re¬ 
duction, this results in an improvement 
in average fuel economy of 6 percent in 
those two years. Further discussion of 
this topic is contained in section VI of 
the RSP. 

It is possible to obtain further fuel 
economy improvements through even 
greater reductions in engine displace¬ 
ment or gear ratios combined with the 
use of turbochargers. Turbochargers in¬ 
crease the horsepower output of an en¬ 
gine in its upper operating speed range, 
while slightly increasing its fuel con¬ 
sumption. Thus, it may be possible to 
replace a current engine with a turbo¬ 
charged version of a smaller displace¬ 
ment, lower weight engine, thereby 
maintaining the performance level of 
the large engine while approaching the 
fuel economy level of the smaller one. 

Information currently available to the 
agency indicates that the net effect of a 
fuel economy improvement of approxi¬ 
mately 10 percent is feasible through the 
approach described above. Manufactur¬ 
ers of turbochargers indicate that they 
could achieve large-scale production (in 
excess of 100.000 units per year) in the 
1980-81 time frame if orders were re¬ 
ceived immediately from the automobile 
companies. The suppliers also indicate 
that the cost of turbochargers once these 
high production levels are achieved could 
drop to the range of $65 to $100. The 
benefits of the use of turbochargers are 
especially evident in the case of diesel 
powered vehicles, where reduction of 
smoke emissions and increased engine 
efficiency result from turbocharging. 

However, the agency has a number of 
concerns which led it to propose stand¬ 
ards which are not based on the project¬ 
ed use of turbochargers. The agency may, 
however, base the final standards on such 
use if its continuing analysis and infor¬ 
mation gathering resolve certain prob¬ 
lems. First, in order to take full advan¬ 
tage of turbocharging and to reduce the 
likelihood of engine durability problems, 
engines should be initially designed to 
accommodate turbochargers. Also, to ob¬ 
tain maximum fuel economy improve¬ 
ments across a manufacturer’s fleet, a 
major production shift toward smaller 
displacement engines would be required. 
Both of these changes may require more 
lead-time than is available by the 1980- 
81 model years. Pre-ignition problems 
also exist with turbocharged engines, and 
development work would be required to 
solve those problems. The agency is also 
concerned that manufacturers may be 
designing turbochargers to operate at 
very low levels over the EPA driving 
cycle, although the systems would op¬ 
erate at higher levels in the high engine 
speed modes the vehicles might experi¬ 
ence on the road. Such designs may re¬ 
sult in significant overstating of the dy¬ 
namometer-generated fuel economy 
data. Comment is invited on each of the 
problems listed above and the prospects 
for resolving those problems by 1980-81. 

(i) Engine efficiency improvements. A 
number of improvements can be made 
to existing spark ignition engines to im¬ 


prove their efficiency. Among these im¬ 
provements are the use of improved 
fuel metering such as fuel injection, re¬ 
designed and optimized combustion 
chambers, increased expansion ratio, re¬ 
duced internal friction, intake system 
and valve timing optimization, knock 
sensing, and the use of full electronic 
controls for air-to-fuel ratio, spark ad¬ 
vance, and exhaust gas recirculation. 
Much of this technology is expected to 
carry over from passenger automobile 
applications. Since the engines of each 
of the manufacturers do not perform at 
the same level of efficiency, different im¬ 
provement potentials exist for the var¬ 
ious manufacturers. The agency projects 
that by 1980 an 8 percent fuel economy 
improvement from these measures could 
be achieved by all manufacturers and 
an even greater improvement by AM. 
AM appears, on the basis of all fuel 
economy data available to NHTSA, to 
start from a lower engine efficiency 
baseline than the other manufacturers. 
Therefore, an 11 percent fuel economy 
improvement was projected for AM. 

(j) Variable displacement engine 
technology. Variable displacement en¬ 
gine technology such as that produced 
by Eaton Corporation permits engines 
to function on a portion of their cylin¬ 
ders during light load operations. 
NHTSA projects that all manufacturers 
of 2-wheel drive NPA’s could begin im¬ 
plementing the use of this technology 
in their NPA fleets during the 1980-81 
period, and several manufacturers have 
indicated their intention to do so. 
Eaton’s limited testing of the devices 
show a fuel economy benefit of 40 per¬ 
cent during idling and decelerating, 25 
percent during low speed cruising, 15 
percent during highway speed cruising, 
and 10 percent during light acceleration. 
During moderate to heavy acceleration, 
no benefit would result since the engine 
would be operating on all cylinders. 
Based on information submitted to the 
agency, a 10 percent improvement in 
fuel economy of 2-wheel drive vehicles 
is feasible, averaged over the EPA 
driving cycle. This technology should be 
available for use by the 1980 model year. 
Further development may make the 
variable displacement technology com¬ 
patible with 4-wheel-drive vehicles, 
which are designed for more severe duty 
cycles. Comment is invited on the feasi¬ 
bility of applying this technology to 4- 
wheel-drive vehicles. 

(k) Mix shifts. The term ’’mix shift” 
refers to the concept of increasing the 
proportion of a manufacturer’s vehicles 
in the market classes which have high 
fuel economy relative to the other classes 
of vehicles. Because of the more limited 
number of ’’size” market classes for 
NPA’s as compared to those for passen¬ 
ger automobiles, the immediate poten¬ 
tial for improvement of NPA average 
fuel economy through mix shifts is less 
than that for passenger automobile av-' 
erage fuel economy by that means. The 
potential for NPA’s could be increased 
through the creation of new market 


classes of the various types of NPA's. Ex¬ 
amples of these new classes are the small 
pick-up trucks imported in the past sev¬ 
eral years, and possible smaller versions 
of currently offered vans, standard pick¬ 
ups, and utility vehicles. A number of 
trade press articles have indicated that 
at least one of the manufacturers will 
offer mini-vans. As discussed in the pre¬ 
amble to the final rule establishing 1981- 
84 passenger automobile standards (42 
FR 33542), the projection of maximum 
efforts by the manufacturers to shift 
the sales mix toward smaller classes is 
entirely consistent with the statutory re¬ 
quirement for establishing fuel economy 
standards at the ’’maximum feasible” 
level. Therefore, the NHTSA has at¬ 
tempted to determine the extent to which 
a shift in sales mix toward more fuel 
efficient market classes could occur, given 
maximum efforts by the manufacturers 
to stimulate such a shift. 

A major limiting factor on any sales 
mix shift is the reduction in vehicle func¬ 
tional capabilities which could result 
from such a shift. In general, the smaller 
NPA’s would be expected to have less 
cargo carrying capacity than the larger 
ones. However, the agency believes that 
a significant number of NPA owners pur¬ 
chase vehicles with much greater capac¬ 
ity than necessary for the commercial 
or other tasks which the vehicle is ex¬ 
pected to perform. In fact, it appears 
that two-thirds of new light trucks sold 
in this country are used primarily for 
personal transportation, and these ve¬ 
hicles are driven unloaded or lightly 
loaded the majority of the time. See RSP. 
DOT is in the process of gathering addi¬ 
tional data on these usage patterns. 

In conjunction with the proposed 
separate treatment of captive import 
NPA's, the NHTSA projects that Gen¬ 
eral Motors, Ford, and Chrysler could of¬ 
fer domestically manufactured small 
pick-up trucks comparable to those 
which they either currently import or are 
expected to begin importing in the near 
future. NHTSA also concludes that this 
domestic production of small pick-ups 
could begin by the 1982 model year if 
development were initiated immediately. 
Based on information currently avail¬ 
able, NHTSA’s future standard setting 
for NPA's manufactured in that model 
year and thereafter will be based on the 
projected domestic production of those 
vehicles. 

With respect to other possible smaller 
NPA’s e.g., mini vans, the NHTSA pro¬ 
jects that the larger domestic manufac¬ 
turers could begin offering new, smaller 
vehicles in newly created market classes 
in model year 1980. Section VI of the 
RSP discusses the new models projected 
to be feasible (such as compact vans) 
and the basis for those projections. 

1. The foreign manufacturers. Al¬ 
though the discussion in the preceding 
paragraphs is directed primarily toward 
the capabilities of the domestic NPA 
manufacturers, the same methods of im¬ 
proving fuel economy are generally avail¬ 
able to the foreign manufacturers. The 
major exception to this conclusion as to 
availability of means of improving fuel 
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economy involves the use of mix shifts. 
Some other means such as weight reduc¬ 
tion and variable displacement engine 
technology may be available to these 
manufacturers to a lesser extent than 
for the domestic companies, due to 
the different natures of the vehicles 
produced. 

NHTSA projected the fuel economy 
capability of foreign manufacturers 
based on the use of improved trans¬ 
missions, radial tires (except for Volks¬ 
wagen, which currently employs those 
tires), and improved engine and gearbox 
lubricants. These technological im¬ 
provements were determined to result in 
an aggregate fuel economy improvement 
of 10.5 percent in 1980 and 14.5 percent 
in 1981. Although it is possible that other 
methods of improving fuel economy are 
available to the foreign manufacturers, 
it is unnecessary for NHTSA to deter¬ 
mine the maximum capabilities of these 
manufacturers for this proceeding. Since 
these manufacturers account for a 
minority (i.e., approximately 10 percent) 
of domestic NPA sales, and since even a 
conservative projection of their fuel 
economy capabilities for 1980-81 places 
them well above the levels projected for 
the domestic manufacturers (see section 
VTH of this notice). NHTSA has deter¬ 
mined that the foreign manufacturers* 
capabilities do not constrain the level 
at which fuel economy standards may 
be set. Setting the standards at a level 
which 90 percent of the market could 
not approach would clearly be contrary 
to the act. 

V. Economic Practicability 

Although the above-discussed methods 
for improving fuel economy are all tech¬ 
nologically feasible, a number of eco¬ 
nomic related factors limit the extent to 
which those methods can be imple¬ 
mented. Many of the methods for im¬ 
proving fuel economy are capital-inten¬ 
sive. necessitating a significant diversion 
of a manufacturer’s investment re¬ 
sources. In addition, many other vehicle 
improvement programs compete for the 
limited funds available for fuel economy 
improvements, such as the need to im¬ 
prove emission control characteristics 
and the need to meet new safety stand¬ 
ards. Further, most of the major manu¬ 
facturers of NPA’s also produce passen¬ 
ger automobiles, which are simultane¬ 
ously undergoing financial resource¬ 
consuming changes as a result of fuel 
economy and other requirements. There¬ 
fore, NHTSA has made allowances, as 
discussed below, for the need of the 
manufacturers to gradually implement 
NPA technological improvements over a 
period of several years. The schedule 
would permit the manufacturers to take 
advantage in some cases of normal re¬ 
design cycles and reinvestment in plant 
and equipment where limited lead-time 
precludes major changes in plans. Be¬ 
cause of the different financial capabili¬ 
ties of the various manufacturers, the 
maximum implementation rates for in¬ 
dividual fuel economy improvement tech¬ 
niques will vary accordingly. 


The implementation schedules for the 
domestic NPA manufacturers are set 
forth in Tables VI-1 through VI-5 of the 
RSP. In section VI of that document, the 
agency discusses the reasons for limiting 
the penetration rates to those specified, 
based on the differing financial capabili¬ 
ties of the manufacturers. In general, 
the agency determined that improve¬ 
ments to tires, accessories, lubricants, 
and spark ignition engine efficiency, 
could be fully implemented across the 
manufacturers’ product lines in the 
1980-81 period. Other items of technol¬ 
ogy were projected to be capable of being 
implemented at a slower rate, depending 
on whether the particular manufacturer 
possesses the capability to produce the 
items itself or whether it must purchase 
them from outside sources, and in some 
cases on technical considerations such 
as compatibility with other projected 
technology. For example, variable dis¬ 
placement engines were projected to 
achieve a 5 percent market penetration 
for 1980 and 11 percent by 1981. Alterna¬ 
tive engines such as the diesel were pro¬ 
jected to be used in accordance with 
NHTSA’s best estimates of the manufac¬ 
turers' plans, for the reasons discussed 
above. Weight reduction was based on 
projections of feasible redesigns and 
light-weight materials substitution for 
1980-81. Projected redesigns were limited 
primarily to those planned by the manu¬ 
facturers, because of the limited lead- 
time until the beginning of those model 
years, and the three to four years needed 
to develop a new NPA line, from design 
to assembly. Reductions in engine dis¬ 
placement and drive ratios were pro¬ 
jected to be implemented by the 1980 
model year. 

Once an overall implementation plan 
for each manufacturer was developed, 
the economic impact of all the projected 
improvements was evaluated. This evalu¬ 
ation, conducted in accordance with 
Executive Order 11821, as amended by 
E.O. 11949. and related Department pro¬ 
cedures. is presented in a document 
titled "Preliminary Impact Assessment 
of the Fuel Economy Standards for 
Model Year 1980-81 Nonpassenger Auto¬ 
mobiles,” copies of which are in the pub¬ 
lic docket. The agency concluded in this 
analysis that relatively modest capital 
expenditures would be necessary for GM, 
Ford, and Chrysler to implement the 
changes to their NPA fleets discussed 
above, while AM would be required to 
invest at a greater rate. On the average, 
the required investment would be less 
than 20 percent of that estimated to 
occur normally for North American NPA 
production for the domestic companies. 
The larger companies could obtain this 
capital from retained earnings, with the 
smaller ones perhaps being required to 
go to outside sources. 

The projected capital investment, to¬ 
gether with the increased variable cost of 
certain items of technology determined 
to be feasible for use in 1980-81, are 
likely to result in increased new vehicle 
prices for purchasers of new NPA's in 
those years. However, these price in¬ 


creases would be under $160 per vehicle 
and would be more than offset by fuel 
savings over the life of the vehicle, as a 
result of the higher fuel efficiency. These 
price increases are not expected to have 
a measurable impact on industry sales 
or employment. 

Further information on the economic 
impact of the proposed standards are 
contained in section vm of the RSP and 
in the preliminary economic impact as¬ 
sessment. 

VI. The Effect of Other Federal 
Standards 

The one category of Federal motor 
vehicle standards certain to increase in 
stringency over current levels by 1980-81 
is exhaust emission standard category. 
Since the results of EPA’s classifications 
of vehicles as "light duty vehicles” and 
"light duty trucks” for emission purposes 
are not completely identical to the re¬ 
sults of classifications by this agency for 
fuel economy purposes, it is necessary to 
assess the impact of changes to emission 
standards for both EPA vehicle classes. 
With the proposed extension of the NPA 
class to include vehicles with GVWR’s 
up to 8,500 pounds, all members of the 
expanded NPA class will also be light 
duty trucks with the exception of such 
passenger car derivatives as the Ford 
Ranchero and the Chevrolet El Camino. 
The latter vehicles are subject to light 
duty vehicle emission standards. 

The agency has determined that the 
light duty vehicle emission standards for 
1981-84 need not necessarily cause a fuel 
economy penalty. (See 42 FR 33546-7.) 
The determination of no fuel economy 
penalty with respect to these vehicles 
was made assuming emission standards 
of 0.41 gram-per mile (gpm) of hydro¬ 
carbons (HC), 3.4 gpm for carbon mo¬ 
noxide (CO), and 1.0 gpm for oxides of 
nitrogen (NOx). However, the vast ma¬ 
jority of NPA’s in 1980-81 will be subject 
to light duty truck emission standards of 
1.7 gpm HC. 18.0 gpm CO, and 2.3 gpm 
for NOx, which are substantially less 
stringent then the passenger car stand¬ 
ards. Current light duty truck standards 
are 2.0 HC/20 CO/3.1 NOx. 

The NPA manufacturers have not gen¬ 
erally employed the most advanced emis¬ 
sion control techniques to comply with 
current light duty truck emission stand¬ 
ards. Examples of technology which 
should be available for use by 1980 and 
which should permit the attainment of 
the more stringent light duty truck emis¬ 
sion standards with negligible adverse 
fuel economy impact are proportional ex¬ 
haust gas recirculation, larger oxidation 
catalysts, and the electronic control units 
discussed in section IV(i) of this pream¬ 
ble, if needed. The NHTSA has concluded 
that, through the use of this and other 
advanced technology, no fuel economy 
penalty need result from the more strin¬ 
gent emission requirements. NHTSA pre¬ 
viously drew the same conclusion in the 
1979 NPA standard rulemaking proceed¬ 
ing. See 42 FR 13813-4. March 4, 1977. 
However. NHTSA projects that the need 
for vehicles in the 6,001-8,500 pound 
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GVWR class to employ emission controls 
beginning in 1979 may result in some 
added weight. 

New standards in the areas of vehicle 
noise, damageabiilty, and occupant safety 
may be imposed in the future. However, 
the NHTSA cannot now predict with any 
degree of certainty whether these stand¬ 
ards will apply to 1980 or 1981 year 
NPA’s, and, if so, at what levels the 
standards will be established, which tech¬ 
niques will be available for compliance, 
and what fuel economy impact would re¬ 
sult. Therefore, no allowance is proposed 
to be made for these other categories of 
standards. If new or more stringent 
standards are issued in those categories 
after the completion of this rulemaking 
proceeding and some allowance for a fuel 
economy impact by these standards ap¬ 
pears justified, the NHTSA would exer¬ 
cise its authority under section 502(f) of 
the act to amend the fuel economy stand¬ 
ards to take into account those impacts. 

One adjustment is necessary, however, 
to account for a change in the EPA test 
procedures used for both emission and 
fuel economy compliance purposes. This 
adjustment, discussed in the preamble to 
the final rule establishing 1979 NPA fuel 
economy standards (42 FR13814), is nec¬ 
essary to account for increases in the 
required road-load horsepower dyna¬ 
mometer settings used for testing. An 8 
percent reduction in fuel economy was 
projected in that document and the 
NHTSA proposes to continue to use that 
adjustment, since the reference fuel 
economy data used in these fuel economy 
projections were measured using 1977 
test procedures. 

VH. The Need of the Nation to 
Conserve Energy 

Section HI of the RSP contains a dis¬ 
cussion of the need for energy conserva¬ 
tion and the potential to reduce con¬ 
sumption. All available data indicate that 
the national need to reduce petroleum 
consumption is very great. A major rea¬ 
son for this need is that the importa¬ 
tion of large quantities of petroleum cre¬ 
ates serious balance of payments and for¬ 
eign policy problems. The United States 
currently spends approximately $45 bil¬ 
lion annually for imported petroleum. 
But for this large expenditure, the cur¬ 
rent large U.S. trade deficit would be a 
surplus. The fact that approximately 
half of all petroleum consumed in this 
country is imported demonstrates our 
vulnerability to a supply interruption, 
as occurred in 1973. The proposed NPA 
fuel economy standards themselves will 
clearly not solve these problems. How¬ 
ever, in the context of an overall national 
conservation effort, it is clear that every 
available source of energy-saving poten¬ 
tial must be considered, and, if practica¬ 
ble. exploited if the overall problem is 
to be solved. 

The impact of NPA fuel economy 
standards on fuel consumption is itself 
significant. NPA sales have been growing 
at a rate approximately four times faster 


than that for passenger automobiles over 
the past several years. By 1980. NPA sales 
could reach a level of one-third that pro¬ 
jected for passenger automobiles, and by 
1985, the on-the-road fleet of NPA’s is 
projected to double. If no improvements 
in NPA fuel economy were made beyond 
the levels established in the 1979 stand¬ 
ards, NPA fuel consumption could reach 
a level of 90 percent of that projected 
for passenger automobiles by 1990. 
Therefore, this consideration in estab¬ 
lishing the ‘‘maximum feasible average 
fuel economy level” militates in favor of 
establishing fuel economy standards at 
stringent levels. 

Vin. Setting the Proposed Standard 

The procedure for determining the 
“maximum feasible average fuel econ¬ 
omy level” and thereby the average fuel 
economy standard, is discussed in the 
1981-84 passenger automobile standards 
final rule, at 42 FR 33547-9. Under that 
procedure, the NHTSA first determines 
the maximum achievable level for each 
manufacturer, considering the four fac¬ 
tors discussed above. This determination 
is made on the basis of available infor¬ 
mation. Additional data and further 
analysis beyond that currently available 
might permit the projection of higher 
fuel economy levels. Next, the NHTSA 
balances the difficulties the least capable 
of these manufacturers would encounter 
if faced with a standard set above their 
maximum achievable level against the 
benefits to the nation of setting the 
standard at that higher level. As stated 
in the Conference Report on the Act, the 
determination of the maximum feasible 
average fuel economy level 

should not be keyed to the single manufac¬ 
turer which might have the most difficulty 
achieving a given level of average fuel econ¬ 
omy. Rather, the Secretary must weigh the 
benefits to the nation of a higher average fuel 
economy standard against the difficulties of 
Individual automobile manufactuers. 

S. Rep. No. 94-516, 94th Cong., 1st Sess., at 
154-5. 

However, if a particular manufac¬ 
turer’s difficulties were due to the nature 
of its product line, for example, the 
NHTSA needn’t simply set a single 
standard for all types of NPA’s lumped 
together in a single class. It could use its 
authority under section 502(b) of the act 
to establish separate NPA classes and set 
different standards for those classes. This 
authority was used to set a separate 1979 
standard for general utility vehicles after 
AM was determined to have a lower 
capability to improve the fuel economy of 
its NPA’s because of its heavy orientation 
toward 4-wheel drive vehicles which are 
inherently less fuel efficient than com¬ 
parable 2-wheel drive vehicles. 

The maximum achievable levels for the 
individual manufacturers were calcu¬ 
lated by combining the technology pro¬ 
jections discussed in section IV of this 
notice, according to the phase-in sched¬ 
ule discussed in section V. The calcula¬ 
tion methodology described in section IV 


(a) of this notice was used to project 
1980 and 1981 capabilities from the cur¬ 
rent baseline. An example of how this 
methodology is applied is contained in 
Appendix B of the RSP. The various 
technological improvements, when com¬ 
bined according to that schedule, were 
determined to be fully “additive,” con¬ 
sistent with submissions of the manu¬ 
facturers to the 1981-84 passenger auto¬ 
mobile rulemaking docket. Technological 
improvements are considered to be 
“additive” if the fuel economy benefit 
(expressed as a percentage) of the items 
when used together on the same vehicle 
is equal to the sum of the benefits of 
using the items independently on sepa¬ 
rate vehicles. Certain items such as im¬ 
proved manual and automatic trans¬ 
missions cannot be employed on the same 
vehicle and were not considered to be 
additive in NHTSA’s analysis. Using this 
methodology, the agency determined the 
maximum levels of fuel economy achiev¬ 
able by the various manufacturers to be 
as follows: 



1090 

1981 

General Motors. 

17.8(18.21 

19.4(19.7) 

Ford... 

19.9(20.31 

20.5(20.9) 

Chrysler. 

18.4(18.9) 

19.8(20.3) 

American Motors. 

17.6 

18.3 

International Harvester 

19.0 

20.3 

Toyota-- 

23.3 

26.2 

Nissan. 

26.8 

27.8 

Toyo Kogyo.. 

20.4 

21.1 

Volkswagen,.. 

22.7 

23.6 


Sote.—Sumbers in parentheses reflect inclusion of 
captive imports. , 


It is apparent from the above table 
that the manufacturers with product 
lines oriented primarily to small trucks, 
such as Toyota, Nissan, and Toyo Kogyo, 
have significantly higher achievable 
average fuel economy levels than do the 
other companies. Similarly, American 
Motors, a manufacturer with a product 
line oriented toward 4-wheel-drive, off¬ 
road vehicles, has a relatively low fuel 
economy improvement potential. The 
additional equipment necessary for off¬ 
road. 4-wheel drive operation, such as a 
front driving axle, front propeller shaft, 
transfer case, and skid plates, together 
with high final drive ratios necessary for 
use in rough terrain, make these vehicles 
inherently less fuel efficient than an 
otherwise identical 2-wheel drive vehicle. 

Rather than setting a single NPA 
standard at a level achievable by these 
manufacturers, or setting the standard 
at a level achievable by the manufactur¬ 
ers with a diverse product line but which 
would be significantly above the capa¬ 
bilities of AM. the NHTSA analyzed the 
impact of establishing a separate clas¬ 
sification for 4-wheel drive NPA’s and 
setting the standard for that class at a 
level consistent with the capabilities of 
that class. When the domestic manu¬ 
facturers' fleets are separated into 2- and 
4-wheel drive classes, the maximum fuel 
economy capabilities of the manufac¬ 
turers are as set forth below: 
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1981 



4X2 

4X4 

4X2 

4X4 

American Motors--- 

Chrysler-- 

Ford..—r... 

< t moral Motors-- 

International Harvester- 

23.5 

19.209.7) 

20.4(20.8) 

18.4(1818) 

19.7 

17.6 

15.9(18.3) 

17.307.7) 

16.2(16.6) 

18.9 

24.9 

20.5(21.0) 

2a 9(21.4) 

20.0(2a 3) 

21.0 

18.3 

17.407.8) 

18.308.8) 
17.7(18.0) 
20.1 


Note.— Numbers In parentheses reflect inclusion of captive Imports. Sales-welghting and combining the above 
numbers by manufacturer and model year would obtain the values in the prior table. 


In determining the maximum feasible 
average fuel economy level, NHTSA 
considered the market shares of the var¬ 
ious companies, their ability to absorb 
civil penalties if imposed, and the impact 
on total fuel consumption if particular 
manufacturers* limited capabilities were 
permitted to depress the level of the 
standard. If a single standard were es¬ 
tablished, AM’s limited capability could 
not be permitted to depress the stand¬ 
ard because of its relatively small market 
share (approximately 5 percent) and be¬ 
cause setting the standards at that com¬ 
pany’s projected level, approximately 1 
mile per gallon below the average for 
the domestic manufacturers, could re¬ 
sult in substantial additional petroleum 
consumption. One mpg reduction in the 
NPA standards could result in nearly 2.9 
billion extra gallons of gasoline being 
consumed over the lives of the 1980-81 
NPA’s, at a cost of nearly $2 billion at 
current pump prices. American Motors* 
potential civil penalty liability for fail¬ 
ing to meet the standards for two years 
by 1 mpg would be less than one-twen¬ 
tieth that amount by comparison, with 
the possibility of a reduction in the pen¬ 
alties assessed if payment would seri¬ 
ously jeopardize that company’s finan¬ 
cial viability. See section 508(b)(3) of 
the Act. 

Similarly, GM*s projected level could 
not be permitted to depress the overall 
level of the standards because of the 
company’s apparent ability to make fuel 
economy improvements beyond those 
projected by NHTSA or. given GM’s po¬ 
sition as the industry price leader, to pass 
on to consumers the cost of any civil pen¬ 
alties incurred. As a last resort, GM could 
absorb civil penalties in view of its recent 
record profits. Setting the standards at 
the level of the company next above GM 
in the projected capability hierarchy 
would result in a liability of no more than 
$35 per vehicle for GM. The per vehicle 
gasoline savings resulting from setting 
the standard above GM's level is worth 
approximately four times that amount at 
current pump prices. Section VI of the 
RSP discusses a number of areas, includ¬ 
ing reducing vehicle performance to a 
level equivalent to that of Ford and use 
of marketing techniques to increase sales 
of fuel efficient NPA’s, which could be 
used to reduce or eliminate even this rel¬ 
atively small penalty. GM is also an in¬ 
dustry leader in the use of diesel engines 
and turbochargers, which have been in¬ 
cluded only to a limited extent in 
NHTSA’s projections. NHTSA has not in¬ 
cluded these items in its projection of 


maximum achievable fuel economy levels 
because it lacks data on their impact on 
sales, or, in the case of diesels, on the en¬ 
vironment. Nevertheless, it appears that 
these methods could be applied without 
severe impacts on GM’s sales or profita¬ 
bility. However, if these additional meas¬ 
ures were undertaken by GM, NHTSA’s 
analysis of the economic impact of com¬ 
plying with the standards would under¬ 
state the actual impact. In the case of 
passenger automobiles at least. GM has 
indicated that it would make maximum 
efforts to comply with standards rather 
than pay civil penalties. 

Applying these considerations to the 
maximum capabilities projected above, 
overall maximum feasible average fuel 
economy levels are 18.4 and 19.8 mpg for 
1980 and 1981 respectively, if captive im¬ 
ports were excluded. If captive imports 
were included up to 6 percent of total 
NPA sales, the maximum feasible levels 
would be 18.9 and 20.3 miles per gallon, 
for 1980 and 1981, respectively. 

A similar analysis can be used to deter¬ 
mine maximum feasible levels under an 
approach establishing separate classes 
for 2- and 4-wheel drive NPA’s. The re¬ 
sults of this analysis are presented in sec¬ 
tion VLF of the RSP. The projected fuel 
economy levels for GM's 2-wheel drive 
and Chrysler’s 4-wheel drive NPA’s are 
the lowest of all the manufacturers. GM’s 
2-wheel drive vehicles are projected to 
attain fuel economy levels from 0.5 to 0.9 
mpg below the next higher manufacturer, 
while Chrysler’s 4-wheel drive NPA’s are 
projected to fall only 0.2 to 0.3 mpg short 
of the next higher company. The value 
of the gasoline expected to be saved by 
setting the fuel economy standards for 
2-wheel drive NPA’s or 4-wheel drive 
NPA’s at the level of the next higher 
manufacturer greatly exceeds the poten¬ 
tial civil penalty liability. Chrysler, like 
GM, could reduce performance to the 
level projected for Ford to achieve fur¬ 
ther improvement in its average fuel 
economy, and thereby possibly meet the 
higher standard for 4-wheel drive NPA’s. 
Even if Chrysler did not take such ac¬ 
tions, the impact of penalties of $10 to 
$15 per vehicle for its relatively small 
number of 4-wheel drive NPA’s would not 
subs tan tialy affect sales. As previously 
noted, GM could likely meet these 
slightly higher standards for 2-wheel 
drive NPA’s by taking actions beyond 
those projected by NHTSA. In the ab¬ 
sence of such actions, the per vehicle 
penalties may be less than the difference 
in profitability between GM and the 
other domestic companies due to GM’s 


63193 

greater ability to take advantage of 
economies of scale. 

The agency is not proposing standards 
at even higher levels. That would result 
In more manufacturers projected to be in 
noncompliance. Such standards might 
serve as a disincentive for the manufac¬ 
turers to make the extra efforts to com¬ 
ply and thereby result in an actual re¬ 
duction in fuel savings. 

If separate 2- and 4-wheel standards 
were proposed and captive imports ex¬ 
cluded beginning in 1980, the standards 
would be set at 19.2 mpg for 2-wheel 
drive NPA’s and 16.2 mpg for 4-wheel 
drive NPA’s for 1980, and 20.5 mpg and 
17.7 mpg for 2- and 4-wheel drive NPA’s 
manufactured in 1981, respectively. If 
captive imports were included, these 
numbers would change to 19.7 mpg and 
16.6 mpg for 1980, and 21.0 mpg and 18.0 
mpg for 1981, for 2- and 4-wheel drive 
NPA’s. respectively. 

NHTSA’s analysis indicates that there 
is little difference between the one- 
standard and two-standard approaches 
in terms of total petroleum consumption 
or total civil penalties generated. How¬ 
ever, the single standard approach proj¬ 
ects civil penalty liability for both GM 
and AM, while the separate standards 
approach could result in liability pri¬ 
marily for GM. As noted above, there is 
reason to believe that GM could either 
make fuel economy Improvements be¬ 
yond those projected to avoid liability, 
or could absorb the penalties (or pass 
them on to consumers) without major 
difficulty. AM’s difficulties cannot be so 
easily dismissed. That company’s ability 
to absorb civil penalties or to make im¬ 
provements beyond those projected by 
NHTSA pales in comparison to GM’s. AM 
would be placed at a severe competitive 
disadvantage if it were required to raise 
its prices vis-a-vis the other domestic 
manufacturers to cover the cost of civil 
penalties or, for example, to drastically 
reduce the performance of its vehicles to 
improve their fuel economy to a level 
equal to that of the full line manufac¬ 
turers. Therefore, NHTSA concluded 
that despite its reluctance to establish 
multiple classifications, a need exists for 
separate standards, and separate stand¬ 
ards for 2- and 4-wheel drive NPA's will 
be proposed. 

It should be noted that the proposal to 
establish separate standards was based 
on the projected fuel economy levels for 
the various manufacturers as well as 
competitive considerations. If, as a result 
of comments received on this notice or 
other information, the relationship be¬ 
tween the projected capabilities of the 
manufacturers changes, the need for 
separate standards could also change. 
Therefore, comment is invited from all 
interested parties on the question of the 
appropriateness of separate standards, 
and possible different classification 
schemes which could result in reduced 
energy consumption or civil penalty lia¬ 
bility. NHTSA will evaluate all such 
comments and may adopt a different 
classification scheme or a single stand¬ 
ard in the final rule. 
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One complication created by the 
change in NPA classes between the 1979 
and 1980 model years (“general utility” 
vs. “four wheel drive” categories) is in 
the determination of how monetary 
credits should be carried over between 
these years. Section 508(a) (3) (B) of the 
Act provides that monetary credits can 
only be applied to offset civil penalties 
generated in the prior or subsequent year 
by vehicles in the same NPA class. See 
also Conference Report, supra, at 159. 
When the class designations change for 
consecutive model years, it is not clear 
how this requirement should be applied. 
One possibility would be to recalculate 
the civil penalty liability which would 
have been incurred in one model year if 
the classification scheme had been the 
same as for the year in which the credits 
are generated. For example, if a manu¬ 
facturer sought to apply 1980 credits 
earned by its four wheel drive vehicles 
against a 1979 civil penalty liability for 
its general utility vehicles, the 1979 11- 
ablity would be recalculated to deter¬ 
mine what that liability would have been 
if the 1979 general utility vehicle stand¬ 
ards had been applicable to all four 
wheel drive vehicles. One problem with 
this approach is that the 1979 general 
utility vehicle standard may not be an 
appropriate standard for determining 
penalties for all four wheel drive vehi¬ 
cles, since four wheel drive vehicles other 
than general utility vehicles may have 
significantly different fuel economy than 
the general utility vehicles. A similar 
problem is presented by a variation of 
this approach which would entail recal¬ 
culating the credit as if the classification 
scheme had not changed. 

A second possible approach would note 
that the 1979 general utility vehicle class 
approximates the 1980 four wheel drive 
class more closely than -does the 1979 
residual category. Under this approach, 
credits attributed to NPA’s in one class 
could be applied to penalties only for 
the most closely analogous class in the 
prior or subsequent model year. One 
problem with this method is that credits 
earned in one year might be applied to 
vehicles outside that class. For example, 
a credit attributed to 1979 general utility 
vehicles could be used to offset a civil 
penaltiy liability caused entirely by 1980 
four wheel drive NPA’s other than gen¬ 
eral utility vehicles. A further complica¬ 
tion results 'from the option granted 
manufacturers for 1979 to combine all 
their NPA’s into a single class for com¬ 
pliance purposes. 

The agency has not yet resolved the 
question of what is the most equitable 
method for carrying over credits when 
the NPA classes change. Comment is in¬ 
vited on this issue from all interested 
parties, both on the two approaches set 
forth above and any other approach a 
party may wish to advance. 

IX. Miscellaneous Proposed Amend¬ 
ments 

Several minor clarifying changes are 
also proposed for 49 CFR Parts 523 and 
533. These changes are intended to make 


the regulations more easily understood 
and to avoid any possible misinterpre¬ 
tations; no substantive changes are in¬ 
tended to result. Section 523.3(b) of the 
Vehicle Classification regulations and 
§ 533.5 of the NPA standards have been 
revised to facilitate future additions or 
revisions to those sections, where neces¬ 
sary. The definition of “general utility 
vehicle” has been revised to meet Ameri¬ 
can Motors* concerns over possable dam¬ 
age to the “Jeep” trademark. The defini¬ 
tion of “nonpassenger automobile” in 
5 523.5 has been revised to make clear 
that the nonpassenger automobile and 
passenger automobile classes are mutu¬ 
ally exclusive. 

X. Financial Assistance Applications 

NHTSA invites all qualified individuals 
and organizations financially unable to 
participate in this proceeding to apply 
for financial assistance. On January 13, 
1977, the Office of the Secretary of Trans¬ 
portation published a notice (41 FR 2863) 
establishing a demonstration program of 
one year duration for funding of indi¬ 
viduals or organizations which desire to 
participate in designated proceedings 
under various statutes which NHTSA 
administers, including the Motor Vehicle 
Information and Cost Savings Act. All 
applications submitted before the dead¬ 
line specified in this notice for applica¬ 
tions will be examined by an Evaluation 
Board, composed of NHTSA and Depart¬ 
ment of Transportation officials, to de¬ 
termine whether each applicant is 
eligible to receive funding under the 
regulations. Consideration of late appli¬ 
cations is at the discretion of the Evalu¬ 
ation Board. 

In general, an applicant is eligible if 

(1) it represents an interest whose rep¬ 
resentation can reasonably be expected 
to contribute to a full and fair deter¬ 
mination of the issues in the proceeding, 

(2) its participation is reasonably nec¬ 
essary to represent that interest, (3) it 
can competently represent that interest, 
and (4) it lacks sufficient resources to 
participate in the absence of such assist¬ 
ance. If more than one applicant repre¬ 
senting the same or similar interest is 
deemed eligible, the Board will either 
select the applicant which can make the 
strongest presentation or select more 
than one applicant if the eligible appli¬ 
cants seek to present significantly dif¬ 
ferent points of view or proposals. Com¬ 
pensation is available only for reasonable 
out-of-pocket expenses necessary to the 
applicant’s participation, to the extent 
the program’s budget will permit. Pay¬ 
ment is made as soon as possible after 
the selected applicant has completed its 
work and submitted a claim. 

Each applicant should specify in its 
application which issues it proposes to 
address if its application for funding is 
approved, and the nature of its proposed 
work product. Applicants must submit as 
part of their application all information 
required by section 5 of the financial 
assistance regulations. Failure to submit 
the required information may result in 
delays in evaluation and possible dis¬ 


qualification of the application. It is also 
very important that applicants meet the 
deadline set forth at the beginning of 
this notice for submission of applications. 
Because of the stringent statutory time 
constraints for this rulemaking proceed¬ 
ing, NHTSA w'ill be unable to accom¬ 
modate late applicants. 

XI. Other Impacts of the Standard, 

Submission of Public Comments, and 

the Public Hearing 

As noted above, the economic impact 
of the proposed standard has been eval¬ 
uated in accordance with Executive Or¬ 
ders 11821 and 11949. Copies of this 
analysis can be obtained from the Office 
Planning and Evaluation, NHTSA, at the 
address set forth at the beginning of this 
notice. The analysis in that document 
projects an average gasoline savings of 
1600 gallons per vehicle over the life of 
the NPA’s produced in 1980-81. The cost 
of achieving these savings, approximately 
$160 per vehicle, is clearly outweighed 
by the present value of the lifetime gaso¬ 
line savings, approximately $760 per 
vehicle. 

The environmental impact of the pro¬ 
posed standards was also evaluated. As 
with the passenger automobile stand¬ 
ards, the agency concluded that efforts 
to improve vehicle fuel economy will 
generally have a positive environmental 
impact, through reduction of petroleum 
consumption and therefore reduction of 
the adverse environmental impacts asso¬ 
ciated with the production, refining, and 
transfer of petroleum products and 
through reduction of the quantity of 
materials used in the manufacture of 
automobiles. Copies of the Draft En¬ 
vironmental Impact Statement, prepared 
in accordance with section 102(C) of the 
National Environmental Policy Act. 42 
U.S.C. 4332(C), and related Council on 
Environmental Quality Guidelines, are 
available from the Office of Automotive 
Fuel Economy, at the address given at 
the beginning of this notice. To briefly 
summarize, that document demonstrates 
that the proposed standards would result 
in the saving of approximately 12 bil¬ 
lion gallons of gasoline over the life of 
the NPA’s manufactured in model years 
1980-81 compared to their projected 1979 
consumption and relatively small im¬ 
pacts on materials usage, air and water 
quality, and other environmental factors. 
Materials substitution is expected to re¬ 
sult in decreases in the use of cast iron 
and steel of approximately 0.54 percent, 
and increases in the use of aluminum 
and plastics of 2.0 and 0.17 percent, re¬ 
spectively. As discussed above, the ques¬ 
tion of diesel emissions remains unre¬ 
solved and is a factor in the agency’s 
limited projections of the use of those 
engines. 

Because of the potential impact of this 
rulemaking on consumers and the auto¬ 
mobile industry, NHTSA will hold a pub¬ 
lic hearing to provide additional oppor¬ 
tunity for interested parties to present 
their views. The hearing will commence 
at 8:30 am. on Monday. January 16. 
1978. at the Federal Aviation Adminis¬ 
tration Auditorium, 800 Independence 
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Avenue SW.. Washington. D.C. The 
NHTSA Administrator will preside over 
the hearing and will be assisted by a 
panel of DOT and other Federal offi¬ 
cials. The hearing will be conducted In¬ 
formally ; technical rules of evidence will 
not apply. However, testimony will be 
made under oath. Any person desiring 
to make an oral statement or to submit 
written material at the hearing must 
file a notice of such Intention and. a copy 
df practicable, ten copies) of the pro¬ 
posed statement and any supporting 
material with George Parker, Office of 
Automotive Fuel Economy, National 
Highway Traffic Safety Administration. 
Room 4102, 400 Seventh Street SW., 
Washington, D.C. 20590. not later than 
January 12, 1978. Persons desiring to 
make oral statements should also esti¬ 
mate the duration of their presentation. 
To the extent possible, participants will 
be notified In advance about the time at 
which they may make their presenta¬ 
tion. The amount of time allotted per 
participant will depend on the number 
of requests to participate which are re¬ 
ceived. If the requests exceed the avail¬ 
able time, witnesses with similar views 
may be asked to combine their presenta¬ 
tions. In the event that, even by limiting 
the time for each presentation and com¬ 
bining similar presentations, all those 
desiring to speak cannot be accommo¬ 
dated, witnesses with similar views w f ill 
be chosen by lot. 

Since the public hearing Is designed to 
give interested persons an opportunity to 
participate in this proceeding by the 
presentation of dates, views, arguments, 
or other relevant information, there are 
no adversary parties as such. There will 
not be any cross-examination of one 
participant directly by another partici¬ 
pant. However, the public may submit 
written questions to panel members 
to be propounded by the panel to 
other participants. Further, the panel 
members will pose their own questions 
to the participants. 

A verbatim record of the hearing will 
be made and a copy of the transcript will 
be made available on request at the ex¬ 
pense of the person so requesting. 

A period for submission of written 
comments after the public hearing will 
be provided to permit participants to 
supplement their discussion of issues 
raised In the hearing. The deadline for 
these submissions is the same as the date 
specified at the beginning of this notice 
for submission of comments on the no¬ 
tice. However, participation In the hear¬ 
ing is not a prerequisite to the submis¬ 
sion of written comments. All written and 
oral submissions will be fully considered 
in the development of these standards. 

Interested persons are invited to sub¬ 
mit written comments on all aspects of 
this proposal. Comments must be limited 
to a total of 15 pages, although addi¬ 
tional supporting material may be sub¬ 
mitted as appendices or attachments. 
Comments should refer to Docket Num¬ 
ber FE-77-5 and be submitted to the 
Docket Section at the address provided at 
the beginning of this notice. It is re¬ 


quested but not required that ten copies 
of each comment be submitted. 

Although comment is invited on all is¬ 
sues implicit in this rulemaking, the at¬ 
tention of all commenters is particularly 
directed toward several issues which to¬ 
gether could affect the level of the final 
standards by as much as 1 mpg or more. 
These issues are: 

1. The extension of the “automobile” 
category to include vehicles with 
OVWR’s above 6,000 pounds, and the ap¬ 
propriate upper OVWR limit. 

2. The includability of “captive im¬ 
ports” In the calculation of the average 
fuel economy a domestic manufacturer’s 
nonpassenger automobiles. 

3. The accuracy of the procedure used 
by NHTSA to develop baseline fuel econ¬ 
omy data for the NPA’s with GVWR’s in 
the 6,001-8,500 pound range. 

4. The maximum feasible extent to 
which lightweight materials such a alu¬ 
minum and plastics may be substituted 
for current materials by 1980-81, in view 
of recent submissions to NHTSA by sup¬ 
pliers of those materials. 

5. Minimum acceptable levels of NPA 
acceleration performance, and the feasi¬ 
bility of using turbochargers to maintain 
performance while reducing engine size 
or total drive ratio. To what extent are 
the problems discussed above regarding 
turbochargers capable of resolution in 
1980-81? 

6. Adequacy of leadtime for making 
the projected improvements. Where 
greater leadtimes are thought to be nec¬ 
essary, indicate why and how leadtim^ 
is necessary. 

7. The availability of capital generat¬ 
ed from either internal or external 
sources for the manufacturers to make 
the projected product improvements, 
given competing demands on that capi¬ 
tal from safety, damageability, emission 
control, and passenger automobile fuel 
economy programs. 

Commenters on these and other is¬ 
sues should address the extent to which 
the projections in this notice and the 
RSP are consistent with the requirement 
that fuel economy standards be set at 
maximum feasible levels. Comments 
should also be supported by specific data 
which indicate that either higher or 
lower projections are Justified. 

If a commenter wishes to submit cer¬ 
tain information under a claim of con¬ 
fidentiality, three copies of the complete 
submission, including purportedly con¬ 
fidential information, should be sub¬ 
mitted to the Chief Counsel, NHTSA. at 
the address given above, and seven copies 
from which the purportedly confidential 
information has been deleted should be 
submitted to the Docket Section. Any 
claim of confidentiality must be sup¬ 
ported by a statement demonstrating 
that the information falls within 5 U.S.C. 
section 552(b)(4), and that disclosure 
of the information would result in sig¬ 
nificant competitive damage; specifying 
the period during which the information 
must be withheld to avoid that damage; 
and showing that earlier disclosure 
would result in that damage. In addition, 


the commenter or, in the case of a cor¬ 
pora tioin. a responsible corporate official 
authorized to speak for the corporation 
must certify in writing that each item 
for which confidential treatment is re¬ 
quested is in fact confidential within the 
meaning of section 552(b) (4) and that 
a diligent search has been conducted by 
the commenter or its employees to as¬ 
sure that none ofthe specified items has 
previously been released ot the public. 

All comments received before the close 
of business on the comment closing date 
indicated above will be considered, and 
will be available for examination in the 
Docket Section at the above address both 
before and after that date. To the extent 
possible, comments filed after the clos¬ 
ing date will also be considered. However, 
the rulemaking action may proceed at 
any time after that date, and comments 
received after the closing date will be 
treated as suggestions for future rule- 
making. The NHTSA will continue to file 
relevant material as it becomes available 
in the docket after the closing date, and 
it is recommended that Interested per¬ 
sons continue to examine the docket for 
new material. Certain relevant materials 
have already been included in the docket, 
including certain submissions by the 
NPA manufacturers in response to fuel 
economy related questionnaires and 
special orders Issued by NHTSA. These 
materials, which relate to the fuel econ¬ 
omy improvement plans and capabilities 
of the NPA manufacturers, form part 
of the basis for these proposed stand¬ 
ards, together with the RSP. Economic 
and Environmental Impact Statements, 
documents included in the FE 76-01 Doc¬ 
ket for the 1981-84 passenger automo¬ 
bile fuel economy standards rulemaking, 
and other relevant materials. All of these 
materials should be carefully reviewed 
by participants in this rulemaking pro¬ 
ceeding. 

(Sec. 9. Pub. L. 89-670, 80 Stat. 931 (49 U.S.C. 
1657); sec. 301. Pub. L. 94-163, 89 Stat. 901 
(15 US.C. 2003); delegation of authority at 
41 FR 25015, June 22. 1976.) 

The program official and lawyer prin¬ 
cipally responsible for the development 
of this proposed regulation are George 
L. Parker and Roger C. Fairchild, re¬ 
spectively. 

Issued on December 12, 1977. 

Joan Claybrook, 
Administrator, National High¬ 
way Traffic Safety Adminis¬ 
tration. 

In consideration of the foregoing, it is 
proposed to amend 49 CFR Chapter V. as 
follows: 

PART 523—VEHICLE CLASSIFICATION 

1. By adding the following new defini¬ 
tions to $ 523.2: 

§ 523.2 Definitions. 

• • * • • 

The terms “basic vehicles frontal area” 
and “vehicle curb weight” are used as 
defined in 40 CFR 86.079-2. 

..... 
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2. By revising 5 523.3(b) to read as 
follows: 

§ 523.3 Automobile. 

0 • • • • 

(b) The following vehicles rated at 
more than 6,000 pounds and less than 
10,000 pounds gross vehicle weight are. 
determined to be automobiles: 

(1) Vehicles which would satisfy the 
criteria in § 523.4 (relating to passenger 
automobiles) if their gross vehicle weight 
rating were 6,000 pounds or less. 

(2) Vehicles which would satisfy the 
criteria in 9 523.5 (relating to nonpassen¬ 
ger automobiles) if their gross vehicle 
weight rating were 6,000 pounds or less, 
and which 

(i) Have a basic vehicle frontal area of 
46 square feet or less. 

(ii) Have a vehicle curb weight of 6,000 
pounds or less, 

(iii) Have a gross vehicle weight rating 
of 8,500 pounds or less, and 

(lv) Arc manufactured subsequent to 
the 1978 model year. 

• • • • • 

3. By amending paragraph (a) of 
5 523.5 to read as follows: 

§ 523.5 Nonpasscngcr automobile. 

(a) A non passenger automobile is an 
automobile other than a passenger auto¬ 
mobile which is either designed for off- 
highway operation, as described in para¬ 
graph <b) of this section, or designed to 
perform at least one of the following 
functions: 

( 1 ) • • • 


PART 533—AVERAGE FUEL ECONOMY 
STANDARDS FOR NONPASSENGER 
AUTOMOBILES 

4. By deleting the definition of "jeep- 
type vehicle" in 5 533.4(b) and adding the 
following new definition in its place: 

g 533.4 Definition*. 

0 0 0 • • 

"Pour-wheel-drive, general utility ve¬ 
hicle" means a 4-wheel-drive, general 


purpose automobile capable of off-high¬ 
way operation that has a wheelbase of 
not more than 110 inches, and that has a 
body shape similar to 1977 Jeep CJ-5 or 
CJ-7, or the 1977 Toyota Land Cruiser. 
• • • • • 

5. By amending 9 533.5 to read as fol¬ 
lows: 

§ 533.5 Requirement*. 

(a) Each manufacturer of nonpas¬ 
senger automobiles shall comply with the 
following average fuel economy stand¬ 
ards in the model year specified: 


fin miles per gallon] 



2-wheel drive nonnas- 
npnger automobile* 

4-wheel drive nonpas¬ 
senger automobiles 

Model - 
year 

With 

captive 

import* 

Without 

captive 

imports 

With 

captive 

imports 

Without 

captive 

imports 

1979.... 

17.2 . 


15.8 . 


1980.... 

19.7 

19.2 

16.6 

16.2 

1981.... 

21.0 

2a 5 

18.0 

17.7 


(b) (1) For model year 1979 each man¬ 
ufacturer may: (i) Combine the fuel 
economy ratings for its 2- and 4-wheel 
drive non passenger automobiles and 
comply with the average fuel economy 
standard in paragraph (a) of this sec¬ 
tion for 2-wheel drive nonpassenger au¬ 
tomobiles; or 

(il) Comply separately with the two 
standards specified in paragraph (a) of 
this section. 

(2) For model year 1979 only, the 
standard specified in paragraph (a) of 
this section for 4-wheel drive nonpas¬ 
senger automobiles shall apply only to 
four wheel drive general utility vehicles. 
All other 4-wheel drive nonpassenger 
automobiles shall be included in the 2- 
wheel drive category for compliance pur¬ 
poses. 

(3) For model year 1979, the stand¬ 
ards specified in paragraph (a) of this 
section shall not apply to vehicles with 
gross vehicle weight ratings in excess of 
6,000 pounds. 

[FR Doc.77-36767 Filed 12-12-77;2:28 pm] 
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[3410-11] 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Forest Service 

CASCADE HEAD SCENIC-RESEARCH AREA 
ADVISORY COUNCIL 

Meeting 

The Cascade Head Scenic-Research 
Area Advisory Council will meet on 
Friday, January 13, 1978, at the Inn at 
Spanish Head, 4009 SW Hwy. 101, Lin¬ 
coln City, Oreg. The meeting will 
begin at 10 a.m. 

The purpose for the meeting is to re¬ 
ceive the recommendation from the 
Advisory Council on the following pro¬ 
posals: the management of acquired 
public lands; the proposed acquisition 
program; research activites; proposals 
by landowners for meeting the four 
criteria on page 84 in the Management 
Plan; and for the Advisory Council 
Members to consider their future role 
as it relates to the Final Approved 
Management Plan. 

The meeting will be open to the 
public. Persons who wish additional 
information concerning the meeting 
should contact Pam McCawley, Hebo 
Ranger Station, Hebo, Oreg., phone 
392-3161, or Dale Dufour. Siuslaw Na¬ 
tional Forest, at 545 SW Second 
Street, Corvallis. Oreg., phone 757- 
4492. 

Dated: December 8. 1977. 

Larry A. Fellows, 
Forest Supervisor . 

CFR Doc. 77-35762 Filed 12-14-77; 8:45 ami 


[6320-01]. 

CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 

f Docket Nos. 30591. 305871 

COLONIAL AIRLINES, INC 
Prehearing Conference 

Notice is hereby given that a pre- 
hearing conference in the above-enti¬ 
tled matter shall take place on Decem¬ 
ber 21, 1977, at 10 a.m.. Hearing Room 
1003 C, Universal North Building, 1875 
Connecticut Avenue, Washington, 
D.C., before the undersigned. 


Dated at Washington. D.C., Decem¬ 
ber 12, 1977. 

Burton S. Kolko, 
Administrative Law Judge. 
CFR Doc. 77-35785 Filed 12-14-77; 8:45 ami 


[6320-01] 

[Docket Nos. 30591 and 305871 

COLONIAL AIRLINES, INC 
Assignment of Proceeding 

This proceeding is hereby assigned 
to Administrative Law Judge Burton 
S. Kolko. Future communications 
should be addressed to Judge Kolko. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., Decem¬ 
ber 12, 1977. 

Nahum Litt, 

Chief Administrative Law Judge. 

CFR Doc. 77-35786 Filed 12-14-77; 8:45 ami 


[6320-01] 

[Docket Nos. 30591 and 305871 

COLONIAL AIRLINES, INC. 

Hearing 

Notice is hereby given that a hearing 
in the above-entitled matter shall take 
place on January 31, 1978, at 10 a.m., 
in Hearing Room 1003C, Universal 
North Building, 1875 Connecticut 
Avenue. Washington, D.C., before the 
undersigned. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., Decem¬ 
ber 12. 1977. 

Burton S. Kolko, 
Administrative Law Judge. 

CFR Doc. 77-35787 Filed 12-14-77; 8:45 ami 


[3510-25) 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

Domestic and International Business 
Administration 

ALLROUND ESTABLISHMENT INC. ET AL. 

Expiration Date of Denial and Probation 
Orders 

Pursuant to the Export Control Act 
of February 28, 1949, as amended and 
supplemented by the Export Adminis¬ 
tration Act of 1969, 50 U.S.C. App. 
§2021 et seq. and §2401 et seq.. All¬ 
round Establishment Inc. and others 
were denied export privileges for the 
duration of export controls, i.e., for as 


long as the Export Administration Act 
of 1969, as amended, or successive leg¬ 
islation that provides for carryover is 
in effect. The names of the denied par¬ 
ties appear on the Table of Denial and 
Probation Orders, 15 CFR Part 388, 
Supp. I. It is the purpose of this Order 
to restrict each Duration Order to 
such reasonable period as appears suf¬ 
ficient to protect the public interest 
and to achieve effective enforcement 
of the Export Administration Regula¬ 
tions. 15 CFR Part 368 et seq. 

The Director, Compliance Division, 
reports that many respondents denied 
for the “duration" listed on the cur¬ 
rent Denial List, as of June 1. 1977, as 
amended by Export Administration 
Bulletin No. 170 (October 26. 1977), 
are not presently suspect or known to 
be in further violation of United 
States export laws or regulations. 

The Hearing Commissioner, acting 
on that report, reviewed all current 
Duration Orders. He recommended 
that the Duration Orders be amended 
to expire and terminate at such time 
as it appears would be in the public in¬ 
terest. 

I have reviewed the report and rec¬ 
ommendations of the Hearing Com¬ 
missioner. I find it proper and just to 
alleviate the penalty imposed by Dura¬ 
tion Denial Orders and to terminate 
the period of denial in the several 
cases at the earliest practicable date as 
appears to me to be commensurate 
with the respondents’ offenses, to pro¬ 
tect the public interest and to achieve 
the effective enforcement of the 
Export Administration Regulations. 
Therefore, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me, 15 CFR Part 388; it is 
ordered: 

All Duration Orders heretofore entered 
are amended to provide for expiration and 
termination at a future date certain. But 
the period of denial may be extended If a re¬ 
spondent becomes suspect to further viola¬ 
tion. The expiration date will be shown in 
Supp. I, Part 388, of the Export Administra¬ 
tion Regulations edition of June 1. 1978, as 
directed by me this day and shall be effec¬ 
tive as of that date. 

Dated: December 9, 1977. 

Rauer H. Meyer, 
Director, Office of 
Export Administration. 

CFR Doc. 77-35714 Filed 12-14-77; 8:45 ami 
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[3510-25] 

[File No. 23-(76)-21 

GARDNER-DENVER CO. AFRICA (PTY.) LTD. 

Order Imposing Civil Penalty and Denying 
Export Privileges 

A Compliance Division letter of Sep¬ 
tember 19. 1977. charged Gardner- 
Denver Co. Africa (Pty.) Ltd., P.O. 
Box 81, Kempton Park. 1620, Republic 
of South Africa, with violations of the 
Export Administration Regulations by 
reason of exporting or reexporting 
U.S. commodities from the Republic of 
South Africa to Rhodesia without req¬ 
uisite authorization from the United 
States. 

The Hearing Commissioner reports 
that respondent is a wholly-owned 
subsidiary of an American corporation. 
Notwithstanding explicit instructions 
from the parent corporation concern¬ 
ing the U.S. policy relative to Rhode¬ 
sia. 15 CFR 385.3. and the necessity of 
full compliance with the regulations, 
respondent's employees adopted meth¬ 
ods to circumvent the law and direct 
instructions, all without knowledge or 
notice to the parent corporation. The 
commodities which the employees con¬ 
spired to export consisted of nonstra- 
tegic tools and spare parts for the 
repair of existing equipment. An audit 
disclosed the state of affairs. Upon 
learning of the diversionary tactics, 
the parent company directed appropri¬ 
ate remedial action. As a result, pre¬ 
ventive steps have been taken to disal¬ 
low any recurrence. All employees who 
took part in the subterfuge have been 
relieved from their duties. 

For the purposes of this proceeding 
respondent does not contest the 
charges. It proposes a consent order in 
accordance with 15 CFR 388.10. The 
Commissioner recommends approval 
of the consent proposal. 

Based upon the foregoing, the find¬ 
ings and recommendations of the 
Hearing Commissioner, I find that 
Gardner-Denver Co. Africa (Pty.) Ltd. 
of South Africa, the respondent 
herein, violated the Export Adminis¬ 
tration Regulations as alleged in the 
charging letter. I find that the agreed 
penalty is fair and reasonably neces¬ 
sary to protect the public interest and 
to achieve effective enforcement of 
the regulations. Therefore, pursuant 
to the authority delegated to me. the 
consent proposal is approved and. it is 
ordered: 

1. A civil penalty in the sum of $25,000 is 
imposed upon respondent. Receipt of such 
sum, payable to the Treasurer of the United 
States, is acknowledged. 

2 During the period January 1, 1978. 
through February 28. 1978, the respondent 
is denied all privileges of participating di¬ 
rectly or indirectly, in any manner or capac¬ 
ity. in any transaction involving commod¬ 
ities or technical data exported from the 
United States, in whole or in part, or to be 
• 


exported, or which otherwise subject to U.S. 
Export Administration Regulations, all as 
contained in and as authorized by sec. 388.1. 

3. Export privileges will be conditionally 
restored on March 1. 1978; for the following 
period, expiring December 31. 1979, the re¬ 
spondent will continue on probation. 

(a) The conditions of probation are that 
the respondent shall fully comply with all 
of the requirements of the Export Adminis¬ 
tration Act of 1969, as amended, and all reg¬ 
ulations. licenses, and orders issued there¬ 
under. 

(b) Upon a finding by the Director, Office 
of Export Administration, or his successor, 
that respondent has knowingly failed to 
comply with the .requirements and condi¬ 
tions of the Order or any other conditions 
of probation, said official, without notice 
when national security or foreign policy 
considerations are involved, or with notice if 
such considerations are not involved, by 
supplemental order may revoke the proba¬ 
tion of the respondent, revoke all outstand¬ 
ing validated export licenses to which said 
respondent may be a party and deny to said 
respondent all export privileges for the du¬ 
ration of this order (and the further provi¬ 
sions of 15 CFR 388.16 shall be applicable). 

Dated: December 9. 1977. 

Rauer H. Meyer. 

Director, Office of 
Export Administration, 
[FR Doc. 77-35713 Filed 12-14-77: 8:45 am) 


[3510-25] 

[File No. 4661 

ALBERT ROLLAND, ET AL. 

Order Conditionally Restoring Export 
Privilegei 

In the matter of Albert Rolland, 
Seurolec, S.A. (Societe Europeenne 
Electronique S.A.), and Sopex. 
S.A.R.L., 41 Rue de l’Est 92100 Bou¬ 
logne. France. 

The above named respondents have 
petitioned for restoration to U.S. 
export privileges. They were tempo¬ 
rarily denied in 1971; a Duration 
Order was entered on April 15, 1975, 
40 FR 19857 (May 7, 1975). 

The Hearing Commissioner consid¬ 
ered the petition for restoration. 
Based on record evidence and a report 
by the Director, Compliance Division, 
that respondents have observed the 
terms and conditions of the 1975 
Denial Order and the parties are not 
now suspect, he recommended restora¬ 
tion of export privileges under certain 
terms and conditions. He stated that 
respondents indicate remorse for their 
previous transgressions and a determi¬ 
nation to comply with the export laws 
and regulations of the United States 
and France. He is of the opinion that 
the petitioners can be expected to 
comply if export privileges are ex¬ 
tended to them. 

I have considered the report and rec¬ 
ommendations of the Commissioner. I 
find that restoration to export privi¬ 
leges in the manner and fashion out¬ 


lined by him and detailed below is con¬ 
sistent with the purposes of the 
Export Administration Act of 1969 as 
amended, and the regulations issued 
thereunder, 15 CFR 368 et seq. Ac¬ 
cordingly, it is ordered: 

1. Respondents are restored to U.S. export 

privileges for all U.S. commodities under 
general license G-DEST control to France 
(Country Group V) for a period expiring on 
December 31. 1979; they must report 

monthly concerning all their transactions in 
American commodities. 

2. Conditioned on full compliance with 
Paragraph 1 of this Order, respondents are 
restored to all U.S. export privileges effec¬ 
tive January 1, 1980 subject, however, to 
probation from January 1. 1980 through De¬ 
cember 31. 1982. 

3. During the period of probation respon¬ 
dents must maintain a complete record of 
all transactions in U.S. commodities. The re¬ 
cords must be available and open for inspec¬ 
tion during usual business hours by autho¬ 
rized agents of the U.S. Government. 

4. Respondents must comply with all the 
above conditions and must fully comply 
with all the regulations of the Export Ad¬ 
ministration Act and the regulations, li¬ 
censes. and orders issued thereunder. 

This Order shall extend to the re¬ 
spondents, their partners, representa¬ 
tives, agents, employees, and assignees 
and to any party with whom respon¬ 
dents now or hereafter may be related 
by affiliation, ownership, control, or 
other connection in the conduct of 
trade or other services connected 
therewith. Upon request of the Office 
of Export Administration or an autho¬ 
rized representative of the United 
States, respondents must promptly 
and fully disclose the details of partici¬ 
pation in any and all transactions in¬ 
volving U.S. origin commodities or 
technical data, including information 
as to disposition or intended disposi¬ 
tion of such commodities or technical 
data and shall, upon request, furnish 
all records and documents relating to 
such matters. Further, on request, the 
respondents shall promptly disclose 
the names and addresses of partners, 
agents, representatives, employees, 
and other persons associated with 
them in trade or commerce. 

Upon a finding by the Director. 
Office of Export Administration or au¬ 
thorized officer, that the respondents, 
or any of them, have failed to comply 
with any of the conditions of proba¬ 
tion, the Director, with or without 
prior notice to the respondents, may 
revoke the probation and deny all 
export privileges for such period as is 
deemed appropriate. Such supplemen¬ 
tary Order, if any. shall not preclude 
the Bureau of Domestic Commerce 
from taking further action as may be 
warranted for any violation. 

This Order is effective immediately 
and supercedes all Orders previously 
issued against the respondents. 
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Dated: December 9, 1977. 

Rauer H. Meyer, 
Director , Office of 
Export Administration . 
[FR Doc. 77-35712 Filed 12-14-77; 8:45 am] 


[ 3510 - 25 ] 

COMMITTEE FOR THE IMPLEMENTA¬ 
TION OF TEXTILE AGREEMENTS 

HAITI 

Amending the Multifiber Textile Agreement 

December 12, 1977. 

AGENCY: Committee for the Imple¬ 
mentation of Textile Agreements. 

ACTION: Amending the levels of re¬ 
straint established for cotton and 
man-made fiber textile products in 
Categories 50/51, 53. 54. 55. 215, 222, 
223, and 238 during the agreement 
year that began on January 1, 1977. 

SUMMARY: On November 23, 1977, 
notes were exchanged between the 
Governments of the United States and 
Haiti further amending the Bilateral 
Cotton, Wool, and Man-Made Fiber 
Textile Agreement of March 22 and 
23, as amended, to separate Category 
50/51 into the constituent categories 
and increase the levels of restraint for 
Categories 50, 51, 53, 54, 55. 215, 223, 
and 238. The level for Category 222 
has been reduced from 222,416 dozen 
to 165,786 dozen. These changes will 
affect the levels of restraint previously 
established for the 12-month period 
that began on January 1, 1977, and ex¬ 
tends through December 31, 1977. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: December 13, 
1977. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Edmond Callahan, International 
Trade Specialist, Office of Textiles, 
U.S. Department of Commerce, 
Washington, D.C. 20230, 202-377- 
5423. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
On December 30, 1976, there was pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register (41 FR 
56879), a letter dated December 27, 
1976, from the Chairman of the Com¬ 
mittee for the Implementation of Tex¬ 
tile Agreements to the Commissioner 
of Customs which established the 
levels of restraint applicable to certain 
specified categories of cotton and man¬ 
made fiber textile products, produced 
or manufactured in Haiti and exported 
to the United States during the 12- 
month period which began on January 
1. 1977. The levels of restraint for Cat¬ 
egories 50 and 51 were combined by 
letter of August 16. 1977 (42 FR 
41656). at a level of 95,522 dozen. 

In the letter published below the 
Chairman of the Committee for the 


Implementation of Textile Agree¬ 
ments directs the Commissioner of 
Customs to separate Category 50/51 
into the constituent categories and to 
limit entry for consumption or with¬ 
drawal from warehouse for consump¬ 
tion of cotton and man-made fiber tex¬ 
tile products in Categories 50, 51. 53, 
54, 55. 215, 222, 223, and 238 to the 
designated amounts. 

Edward Gottfried, 
Acting Chairman, Committee for 
the Implementation of Textile 
Agreements, United States De¬ 
partment of Commerce. 

Committee for the Implementation or 
Textile Agreements 

December 12. 1977. 
Commissioner or Customs, 

Department of the Treasury, 

Washington , D.C. 

Dear Mr. Commissioner; This directive 
further amends, but does not cancel, the di¬ 
rective issued to you on December 27, 1976 
by the Chairman of the Committee for the 
Implementation of Textile Agreements, con¬ 
cerning imports into the United States of 
certain specified categories of cotton and 
man-made fiber textile products. The direc¬ 
tive of August 16. 1977 is hereby cancelled. 

Under the terms of the Arrangement Re¬ 
garding International Trade in Textiles 
done at Geneva on December 20, 1973. pur¬ 
suant to the Bilateral Cotton, Wool, and 
Man-Made Fiber Textile Agreement of 
March 22 and 23. 1976, as amended, between 
the Governments of the United States and 
Haiti, and in accordance with the provisions 
of Executive Order 11651 of March 3, 1972, 
you are directed to prohibit, effective on De¬ 
cember 13. 1977 and for the twelve-month 
period which began on January 1, 1977 and 
extends through December 31. 1977. entry 
into the United States for consumption and 
withdrawal from warehouse for consump¬ 
tion of cotton textile products in Categories 
50. 51. 53. 54. and 55. and man-made fiber 
textile products in Categories 215, 223. and 
238 in excess of the following levels of re¬ 
straint: 

Amended 12-month level of restraint ‘ 


Category Dozen 

50 - 112.378 

51 - 112.378 

53 . 33.113 

54 .......—. 80.000 

55 - 39.216 

215. *1,304.348 

222 . 165.788 

223 .~.. 187.500 

238. 393.258 


‘The levels of restraint have not been ad¬ 
justed to reflect any imports after Decem¬ 
ber 31, 1976. 

*Dozen pairs. 

The actions taken with respect to the 
Government of Haiti and with respect to 
imports of cotton and man-made fiber tex¬ 
tile products Jrom Haiti have been deter¬ 
mined by the Committee for the Implemen¬ 
tation of Textile Agreements to involve for¬ 
eign affairs functions of the United States. 
Therefore, the directions to the Commis¬ 
sioner of Customs, being necessary to the 
implementation of such actions, fall within 
the foreign affairs exception to the rule- 
making provisions of 5 U.S.C. 553. This 


letter will be published in the Federal Reg¬ 
ister. 

Sincerely. 

Edward Gottfried. 

Acting Chairman . Committee for the Im¬ 
plementation of Textile Agreements, 
U.S. Department of Commerce. 

[FR Doc. 77-35812 Filed 12-14-77; 8:45 am] 


[ 3810 - 70 ] 

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 

Office of the Secretary 

DEFENSE SCIENCE BOARD TASK FORCE ON 
NATIONAL/TACTICAL INTERFACE 
Advisory Committee Meeting 

The Defense Science Board Task 
Force on National/Tactical Interface 
will meet in closed session on January 
5. 6. and 7. 1978 in the Office of the 
Director. Central Intelligence in 
Washington, D.C. 

The mission of the Defense Science 
Board is to advise the Secretary of De¬ 
fense and the Under Secretary of De¬ 
fense for Research and Engineering on 
overall research and engineering 
policy and to provide long-range guid¬ 
ance to the Department of Defense in 
these areas. 

The Task Force is continuing their 
analyses of the major issues concern¬ 
ing the interface between national and 
tactical intelligence systems and their 
potential for satisfying the require¬ 
ments of tactical/theater military 
commanders and those of national au¬ 
thorities and agencies. 

In accordance with Section 10(d) of 
Appendix I, Title 5, United States 
Code, it has been determined that this 
Task Force meeting concerns matters 
listed in Section 552b(c) of Title 5 of 
the United States Code, specifically 
subparagraph (1) thereof, and that ac¬ 
cordingly this meeting will be closed to 
the public. 

Maurice W. Roche, 
Director, Correspondence and 
Directives OASD {Comptroller). 

December 12, 1977. 

[FR Doc. 77-35771 Filed 12-14-77; 8:45 am] 


[ 3810 - 70 ] 

PRESIDENT'S COMMISSION ON MILITARY 
COMPENSATION 

Notification of Meeting 

Pursuant to Pub. L. 92-463, notice is 
hereby given that a meeting of the 
President’s Commission on Military 
Compensation will be held Thursday. 
January 5. 1978 from 11 a.m. to 3 p.rti. 
at the Sheraton-Hartford Hotel. 
Trumbull Street at Civic Center Plaza. 
Hartford, Conn. This session of the 
Subcommittee on Retirement will in¬ 
clude discussions of retirement plan 
options, methods of evaluating the op¬ 
tions, and ways of integrating retire¬ 
ment plans with Social Security. 
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The following rules and regulations 
will govern participation by the public 
at the meeting: 

(a) The meeting will be open to the 
public. 

(b) Questions and statements from 
the public will not be accepted during 
the meeting. 

Maurice W. Roche. 
Director , Correspondence and 
Directives OASD {Comptroller). 

December 12. 1977. 

[FR Doc. 77-35773 Filed 12-14-77; 8:45 ami 


[ 3810 - 70 ] 

WAGE COMMITTEE 
Closed Meetings 

Pursuant to the provisions of section 
10 of Pub. L. 92-463, the Federal Advi¬ 
sory Committee Act. effective January 
5. 1973. notice is hereby given that a 
meeting of the Department of Defense 
Wage Committee will be held on Tues¬ 
day. February 7.1978; Tuesday, Febru¬ 
ary 14, 1978; Tuesday, February 21, 
1978; and Tuesday, February 28. 1978 
at 9:45 a.m. in room 1E801, the Penta¬ 
gon. Washington, D.C. 

The Committee’s primary responsi¬ 
bility is to consider and submit recom¬ 
mendations to the Assistant Secretary 
of Defense (Manpower, Reserve Af¬ 
fairs. and Logistics) concerning all 
matters involved in the development 
and authorization of wage schedules 
for Federal prevailing rate employees 
pursuant to Pub. L. 92-392. At this 
meeting, the Committee will consider 
wage survey specifications, wage 
survey data, local wage survey commit¬ 
tee reports and recommendations, and 
wage schedules derived therefrom. 

Under the provisions of section l(Xd) 
of Pub. L. 92-463, the Federal Adviso¬ 
ry Committee Act. meetings may be 
closed to the public when they are 
“concerned with matters listed in sec¬ 
tion 552b. of Title 5, United States 
Code.” Two of the matters so listed 
are those “related solely to the inter¬ 
nal personnel rules and practices of an 
agency,” (5 U.S.C. 552b.(c)(2)), and 
those involving “trade secrets and 
commercial or financial information 
obtained from a person and privileged 
or confidential” (5 U.S.C. 552b.(c)(4)). 

Accordingly, the Deputy Assistant 
Secretary of Defense (Civilian Person¬ 
nel Policy) hereby determines that all 
portions of the meeting will be closed 
to the public because the matters con¬ 
sidered are related to the internal 
rules and practices of the Department 
of Defense (5 U.S.C. 552b.(c)(2)), and 
the detailed wage data considered by 
the Committee during its meetings 
have been obtained from officials of 
private establishments with a guaran¬ 
tee that the data will be held in confi¬ 
dence (5 U.S.C. 552b.(4)>. 


However, members of the public who 
may wish to do so are invited to 
submit material in writing to the 
Chairman concerning matters believed 
to be deserving of the Committee’s at¬ 
tention. Additional information con¬ 
cerning this meeting may be obtained 
by contacting the Chairman, Depart¬ 
ment of Defense Wage Committee, 
room 3D281, the Pentagon, Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 

Maurice W. Roche, 
Director Correspondence and 
Directives OASD ( Comptroller). 

December 12. 1977. 

[FR Doc. 77-35772 Filed 12-14-77: 8:45 am] 


[ 3128 - 01 ] 

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 

Economic Regulatory Administration 

[Docket No. 77-001-LNG] 

WESTERN LNG TERMINAL CO.; WESTERN LNG 
TERMINAL ASSOCIATES 

Notice of Amendment to Application 

On October 1, 1977. pursuant to the 
provisions of the Department of 
Energy Organization Act (DOE Act), 
Public Law 95-91, 91 Stat. 565 (August 
4. 1977) and Executive Order No. 
12009, 42 FR 46267 (September 15, 
1977) the Federal Power Commission 
ceased to exist and its functions and 
regulatory responsibilities were trans¬ 
ferred to the Secretary of Energy and 
the Federal Energy Regulatory Com¬ 
mission (FERC). The function to ap¬ 
prove natural gas importation under 
Section 3 of the Natural Gas Act was 
automatically transferred to and 
vested in the Secretary of Energy pur¬ 
suant to sections 301 and 402(f) of the 
DOE Act. By a DOE Final Rule issued 
October 1, 1977, entitled “Transfer of 
Proceedings to the Secretary of 
Energy and the Federal Energy Regu¬ 
latory Commission” the record in this 
proceeding was transferred to DOE on 
October 5, 1977. Pursuant to para¬ 
graph 6 of DOE Delegation Order No. 
0204-4, issued October 1, 1977. the Sec¬ 
retary has delegated the authority to 
issue a final order in this proceeding 
to the Administrator of the Economic 
Regulatory Administration (ERA). 

Take notice that on November 11. 
1977, Western LNG Terminal Asso¬ 
ciates (Applicant) filed with the Eco¬ 
nomic Regulatory Administration in 
Docket No. 77-001-LNG an amend¬ 
ment to its application for the neces¬ 
sary approvals authorizing the con¬ 
struction and operation of facilities on 
the coast of California to receive, 
store, and regasify liquefied natural 
gas (LNG) to be imported into the 
United States from the Republic of 
Indonesia by Pacific Indonesia LNG 
Company. 

In its original application filed with 
the Federal Power Commission 


(Docket No. CP75-83) on September 
17. 1974, Applicant requested pursuant 
to section 7(c) of the Natural Gas Act, 
a conditioned Certificate of Public 
Convenience and Necessity authoriz¬ 
ing the construction and operation of 
facilities at three proposed locations in 
southern California, specifically. Los 
Angeles Harbor. Oxnard, and Point 
Conception, to receive, store, and rega¬ 
sify LNG and authorizing the con¬ 
struction of pipeline facilities for the 
transportation of such vaporized LNG 
in interstate commerce. 

On March 11, 1975, Applicants filed 
a supplement to this application (FPC 
Docket No. CP75-83-3) which request¬ 
ed Commission authorization to con¬ 
struct and operate facilities at the 
Oxnard site- to receive, unload, store 
and vaporize LNG at an average rate 
of 521.6 million cubic feet per day, and 
to construct pipeline facilities for the 
transportation of vaporized LNG from 
the Oxnard site to a designated point 
of delivery. By order of April 18, 1975, 
the Federal Power Commission con¬ 
solidated Terminal Co.’s Oxnard Sup¬ 
plement with Pac Indonesia’s Applica¬ 
tion in FPC Docket No. CP74-160. 
Applicant states that on January 27, 

1976. a memorandum of understand¬ 
ing between Pacific Gas and Electric 
Company (PG&E) and Pacific Light¬ 
ing Corp. and its appropriate subsid¬ 
iaries, including Terminal Co., was en¬ 
tered into relative to the financial ar¬ 
rangements concerning equal partici¬ 
pation by PG&E in Pacific Lighting 
Corp.’s LNG projects. The memoran¬ 
dum of understanding included specifi¬ 
cally an equal sharing in the Terminal 
Co. projects. Pursuant to said agree¬ 
ment, PG&E through its subsidiary. 
Pacific Gas LNG Terminal Co., 
became a cosponsor of the project 
pending in Docket No. CP75-83-3. An 
amendment to Terminal Co. applica¬ 
tions reflecting the restructured pro¬ 
jects was duly filed on May 17, 1977. 
The FPC noticed said amendment on 
May 26. 1977. 

By order of December 3, 1975, the 
FPC convened formal hearings in the 
consolidated cases at Docket No. 
CP74-160, et al. Hearings commenced 
December 16. 1975. Hearings were 
completed on February 25. 1977. and 
an initial decision issued on July 22. 

1977. On October 4. 1977, subsequent 
to the submission of briefs on and op¬ 
posing exceptions the record was 
transferred to the Department of 
Energy. 

The applicant states that on Sep¬ 
tember 16, 1977, the Governor of the 
State of California signed into law the 
Liquefied Natural Gas Terminal Act of 
1977 (California Act). The California 
Act established a comprehensive per¬ 
mitting process for the siting, con¬ 
struction. and operation of an LNG 
terminal within the State of Califor¬ 
nia. Said Act vested in the California 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 42, NO. 241—THURSDAY, DECEMBER 15, 1977 








NOTICES 


63201 


Public Utilities Commission the requi¬ 
site authority to issue a single permit 
authorizing the construction and oper¬ 
ation of an LNG terminal. The Cali¬ 
fornia Act states that the single 
permit is to be in lieu of the numerous 
permits and approvals required under 
prior law. 

Applicant states that section 5582 
(a)(1) and (a)(2) of the California Act 
establishes specific population density 
criteria for the selection of a site for 
an LNG terminal as follows: 

(1) Population density shall be not greater 
than an average of 10 persons per square 
mile for a distance of 1 mile outside the pe¬ 
rimeter of the site on which the offloading, 
regasification, and storage facilities for 
LNG will be located. 

(2) Population density shall be not greater 
than an average of 60 persons per square 
mile for a distance of 4 miles outside the pe¬ 
rimeter of the site on which the offloading, 
regasification, and storage facilities for 
LNG will be located. 

Applicant states that the Oxnard 
site, applied for in Docket Nos. CP75- 
83 and CP75-83-3 for the Pacific Indo¬ 
nesia LNG project does not meet the 
California Act's density criteria and 
therefore is unavailable as an LNG 
terminal site for this project. Because 
of this. Terminal Associates states 
that it must amend its applicatiomnow 
before the Economic Regulatory Ad¬ 
ministration to request that the neces¬ 
sary approvals be issued for an alter¬ 
native site for the Indonesian LNG 
volumes, said alternative being Termi¬ 
nal Associates’ Point Conception site. 

By this amendment. Applicant seeks 
the necessary approvals to construct 
and operate facilities at the Point 
Conception site to receive, store, and 
regasify liquefied natural gas. Appli¬ 
cant states that the proposed con¬ 
struction site for the Point Conception 
LNG receiving marine terminal and 
vaporization plant is located 130 miles 
northwest of Los Angeles at a Point 
approximately three and one-half 
miles east of Point Conception. Calif. 
The ship-berthing facility will occupy 
approximately 30 to 35 acres of leased 
subtidal land, and the plant facility 
site is approximately 209 acres. At the 
Point Conception site. Terminal Asso¬ 
ciates proposes to construct and oper¬ 
ate facilities designed to receive LNG 
transported by ship, unload and trans¬ 
fer it into insulated storage tanks, and 
withdraw and vaporize it for delivery 
into gas transmission systems. The fa¬ 
cilities will be capable of handling up 
to 500 million cubic feet per day (500 
MMcfd) of natural gas, with a load lev¬ 
eling capacity of an additional 300 mil¬ 
lion cubic feet per day (300 MMcfd). 

Specifically, Terminal Associates 
proposes to construct and operate the 
following facilities: 

(1) The marine berthing and unloading fa¬ 
cilities wiU be about 4,600 feet offshore in 50 
feet of water. They will accommodate and 


unload an LNG ship of up to 130.000 cubic 
meters capacity. The berthing facilities will 
have an “L"-head configuration, the stem of 
the “L" being a trestle approximately 4.600 
feet long. This trestle will run to shore from 
an operating platform which is located at 
the intersection of the stem and the head of 
the “L". The ship berth will consist of an 
unloading platform, a service platform, 
flexible breasting dolphins, and fixed moor¬ 
ing dolphins. The trestle will carry a road¬ 
way and piping. 

(2) An LNG transfer system will carry the 
LNG from the ship to the storage tanks. 
This system will consist of one 32-inch insu¬ 
lated cryogenic LNG line and one 10-inch 
vapor return line. 

(3) Two tanks of 550,000 barrels each will 
be required at the site to handle the Pacific 
Indonesia volumes. Each tank will have the 
following approximate dimensions: Diame¬ 
ter. 240 feet; shell height. 84 feet 6 inches: 
Overall height, 145 feet 1 inch. 

(4) The vaporization plant will consist of 
primary and secondary pumps, vaporizers, 
an odorizing and metering system, and re¬ 
quired peripheral equipment It will be situ¬ 
ated adjacent to the LNG storage tanks. 

(5) The LNG plant baseload vaporizers 
will use seawater to vaporize the LNG. then 
return the cooled water for discharge to the 
ocean. Gas-fired trim heaters will be re¬ 
quired to raise the gas temperature from 40* 
to 50' F prior to delivery to the gas trans¬ 
mission system. 

(6) Three submerged-combustion gas-fired 
vaporizers will be installed. These will pro¬ 
vide a load leveling capacity for use during 
periods when ship arrivals vary from sched¬ 
ule. 

(7) Two seawater pipes will be constructed 
between the LNG plant and the ocean. One 
will supply seawater and the other will 
return the cooled seawater to the ocean. 

The total Estimated Cost of Facili¬ 
ties described above is $564,544,000. 

Any person desiring to be heard or 
to make any protest with reference to 
said amendment should on or before 
January 9, 1978, file with the Econom¬ 
ic Regulatory Administration, 2000 M 
St.. NW.. Washington, D.C. 20461. a 
petition to intervene or a protest in ac¬ 
cordance with the Rule of Practice 
and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) 
and the regulations under the Natural 
Gas Act (18 CFR 157.10). All protests 
filed with ERA will be considered by it 
in determining the appropriate action 
to be taken but will not serve to make 
the protestants parties to the proceed¬ 
ing. Any person wishing to become a 
party to a proceeding or to participate 
as a party in any hearing therein must 
file a petition to Intervene in accor¬ 
dance with the rules. Persons who 
have heretofore filed need not file 
again. 

Issued in Washington, D.C., Decem¬ 
ber 9. 1977. 

Hazel R. Rollins, 
Deputy Administrator. 

Economic 

Regulatory Administration. 

[FR Doc. 77-35796 Filed 12-14 77: 8:45 am] 
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[Docket No. ER76-659) 

ALABAM A POWER CO. 

Notice of Compliance Filing 

December 9, 1977. 

Take notice that Alabama Power Co. 
by letter dated November 11, 1977, 
tendered for filing, in compliance with 
the Commission's order issued October 
27. 1977. in the above-noted docket: 

(1) Revision No. 2—Rate Schedule 
REA-1, as attached to the settlement; 
agreement between Alabama Power 
Co. and the distribution cooperatives 
intervening in the above-noted docket. 

(2) Amendment No. 2 to the Inter¬ 
connection Agreement between Ala¬ 
bama Power Co. and Alabama Electric 
Cooperative. Inc., as attached to the 
settlement agreement in the above- 
noted docket. 

(3) Revision No. 2—Rate Schedule 
MUN-1 as attached to the settlement 
agreement between Alabama Power 
Co. and the distribution municipalities 
intervening in the above-noted docket. 

Any person desiring to be heard or 
to protest said filing should file a pro¬ 
test with the Federal Energy Regula¬ 
tory Commission, 825 North Capitol 
Street NE., Washington, D.C. 20426, in 
accordance with sections 1.8 and 1.10 
of the Commission 's ru les of practice 
and procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All 
such protests should be filed on or 
before December 23, 1977. Protests 
will be considered by the Commission 
in determining the appropriate action 
to be taken, but will not serve to make 
protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Copies of this filing are on file with 
the Commission and are available for 
public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

CFR Doc. 77-35806 Filed 12-14-77; 8:45 am] 


[ 6740 - 02 ] 

[Docket No. ER78-76] 

ALABAMA POWER CO.. ET AL. 

Notice of Propoted Tariff Change 

December 9, 1977. 

Take notice that Southern Company 
Services, Inc. (Southern), on behalf of 
Alabama Power Co. (Alabama). Geor¬ 
gia Power Co. (Georgia). Gulf Power 
Co. (Gulf), and Mississippi Power Co. 
(Mississippi) on November 30, 1977, 
tendered for filing an amendment to 
The Southern Company System Pro¬ 
cedures under Intercompany Inter¬ 
change Contract and schedules detail¬ 
ing interchange transactions between 
such companies for the calendar year 
1978. Southern proposes an effective 
date of January 1. 1978. 

Southern states that The Southern 
System Intercompany Interchange 
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Contract and the subject amendment 
to the procedures under that contract 
constitute a coordination and inter¬ 
change agreement between the operat¬ 
ing companies of The Southern Com¬ 
pany System and provide for certain 
power pooling transactions, including 
the exchange of interchange energy 
and the pricing thereof, the purchase 
and sale of capacity and the rates and 
charges therefor as well as other inter¬ 
change arrangements between the op¬ 
erating companies. 

According to Southern copies of this 
filing were served upon the parties of 
record in Southern Company Services, 
Inc. 

Any person desiring to be heard or 
to protest said application should file 
a petition to intervene or protest with 
the Federal Energy Regulatory Com¬ 
mission, 825 North Capitol Street NE., 
Washington, D.C. 20426. in accordance 
with sections 1.8 and 1.10 of the Com¬ 
mission’s rules of practice and proce¬ 
dure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such peti¬ 
tions or protests should be filed on or 
before December 19. 1977. Protests 
will be considered by the Commission 
in determining the appropriate action 
to be taken, but will not serve to make 
Protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Any person wishing to become a party 
must file a petition to intervene. 
Copies of this application are on file 
with the Commission and are available 
for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 77-35807 Filed 12-14-77; 8:45 am] 

[ 6740 - 02 ] 

[Docket No. ER78-75] 

AMERICAN ELECTRIC POWER CORP. 

Notice of Concellotion 

December 9. 1977. 

Take notice that American Electric 
Power Corp. (AEP), on November 30. 
1977, tendered for filing a notice of 
termination of Service Schedules A 
and F of Indiana & Michigan E lectr ic 
Co. (I&MECo) Rate Schedule FERC 
No. 22. AEP states that these sched¬ 
ules, which became effective on No¬ 
vember 1, 1961 and June 1, 1972, re¬ 
spectively. were designed by the par¬ 
ties. I&MECO and Northern Indiana 
Public Service Co. (NIPSCO). to termi¬ 
nate on December 31, 1977 and No¬ 
vember 30, 1977. respectively. 

AEP further indicates that with re¬ 
spect to the inadvertent failure to pro¬ 
vide notice of termination of Service 
Schedule F thirty days in advance of 
November 30, 1977, it is requested that 
the Commission waive the thirty day 
notice requirement. 

According to AEP copies of this 
filing have been served upon NIPSCO 
and I&MECo. 

Any person desiring to be heard or 
to protest said application should file 


a petition to intervene or protest with 
the Federal Energy Regulatory Com¬ 
mission, 825 North Capitol Street NE. f 
Washington. D.C. 20426, in accordance 
with Paragraphs 1.8 and 1.10 of the 
Commission’s Rules of Practice and 
Procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such 
petitions or protests should be filed on 
or before December 19. 1977. protests 
will be considered by the Commission 
in determining the appropriate action 
to be taken, but will not serve to make 
Protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Any person wishing to become a party 
must file a petition to intervene. 
Copies of this application are on file 
with the Commission and are available 
for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 77-35808 Filed 12-14-77; 8:45 am) 


[ 6740 - 02 ] 

[Docket No. CP78-931 

CITIES SERVICE GAS CO. 

Notice of Application 

December 9, 1977. 

Take notice that on November 17, 
1977, Cities Service Gas Co. (Appli¬ 
cant), P.O. Box 25128, Oklahoma City, 
Okla. 73125. filed in Docket No. CP78- 
93 an application pursuant to section 
7(c) of the Natural Gas Act for a certi¬ 
ficate of public convenience and neces¬ 
sity authorizing the construction and 
operation of certain pipeline, tap, mea¬ 
suring, regulating and appurtenant fa¬ 
cilities to enable Applicant to render 
natural gas service to authorized local 
natural gas distribution companies for 
resale to twenty-three rural domestic 
customers pursuant to right-of-way 
easements and agreements and gas 
storage leases heretofore entered into 
between Applicant and said customers, 
or to serve same directly if no local au¬ 
thorized natural gas distribution com¬ 
pany is willing or able to make such 
service, all as more fully set forth in 
the application which is on file with 
the Commission and open to public in¬ 
spection. 

Applicant states that these right-of- 
way grantors and leasors have request¬ 
ed rural domestic service, and that 
they have relied upon the provisions 
for said natural gas service as con¬ 
tained in their respective right-of-way 
easements and agreements and gas 
storage leases. In order to render natu¬ 
ral gas service to these customers Ap¬ 
plicant proposes the following: 

Item 1: To tap Applicant's Hutchinson-Su¬ 
perior 12-inch transmission pipeline in 
Reno County. Kans.. and construct mea¬ 
suring, regulating and appurtenant facili¬ 
ties for delivery of natural gas to Robert 
W. Arbuckle. 

Item 2: To tap Applicant’s St. Joe 12-inch 
transmission pipeline in Buchanan 


County, Mo., and construct measuring, 
regulating and appurtenant facilities for 
delivery of natural gas to Logan H. Beggs. 

Item 3: To tap Applicant's Cherryvale 6- 
inch transmission pipeline in Montgomery 
County. Kans.. and construct measuring, 
regulating and appurtenant facilities for 
delivery of natural gas to L. H. Bemd. 

Item 4: To Up Applicant’s Grabham-Kansas 
City 30-inch transmission pipeline in 
Wilson County. Kans., and construct mea¬ 
suring, regulating and appurtenant facili¬ 
ties for delivery of natural gas to Edwin H. 
Bideau. 

Item 5: To Up Applicant’s Welda-Ottawa 
26-inch transmission pipeline in Franklin 
County, Kans. and construct measuring, 
regulating and appurtenant facilities for 
delivery of natural gas to O. L. Brecken- 
ridge. 

Item 6: To Up Applicant’s Benton 3-lnch 
transmission pipeline in Butler County. 
Kans. and construct measuring, regulating 
and appurtenant facilities for delivery of 
natural gas to Lester L. Burden. 

Item 7: To tap Applicant’s Cherryvale 6- 
inch transmission pipeline in Montgomery 
County. Kans. and construct measuring, 
regulating and appurtenant facilities for 
delivery of natural gas to Gary W. Cotter- 
ill. 

Item 8: To Up Applicant’s Sedalia 20-inch 
loop transmission pipeline in Miami 
County, Kans. and jconstruct measuring, 
regulating and appurtenant facilities for 
delivery of natural gas to Lorin R. Craw¬ 
ford. 

Item 9: To tap Applicant’s Bartlesville 8- 
inch transmission pipeline in Oklahoma 
County, Okla. and construct measuring, 
regulating and appurtenant facilities for 
delivery of natural gas to Raymond 
Fraher. 

Item 10: To tap Applicant’s Oklahoma City 
24-inch transmission pipeline in Oklaho¬ 
ma County, Okla. and construct measur¬ 
ing. regulating and appurtenant facilities 
for delivery of natural gas to Corine Ghol- 
ston. 

Item 11: To Up Applicant’s Noel 3-inch 
transmission pipeline in McDonald 
County, Mo. and construct measuring, reg¬ 
ulating and appurtenant facilities for de¬ 
livery of natural gas to Jerrold M. 
Gordon. 

Item 12: To Up Applicant’s Hogshooter- 
Grabham 16-inch transmission pipeline in 
Washington County. Okla. and construct 
measuring, regulating and appurtenant fa¬ 
cilities for delivery of natural gas to 
Henry Herren. 

Item 13: To tap Applicant's Southern Trunk 
20-inch transmission pipeline in Cherokee 
County. Kans. and construct measuring, 
regulating and appurtenant facilities for 
delivery of natural gas to H. L. Hodge. 

Item 14: To tap Applicant’s Independence 
12-inch transmission pipeline in Cass 
County, Mo. and construct measuring, reg¬ 
ulating and appurtenant facilities for de¬ 
livery of natural gas to Delbert Kather- 
man. 

Item 15: To tap Applicant’s Jane 20-inch 
transmission pipeline in McDonald 
County. Mo. and construct measuring, reg¬ 
ulating, and appurtenant facilities for de¬ 
livery of natural gas to Philip J. Kovac. 

Item 17: To tap Applicant’s Holten 4-inch 
transmission pipeline in Jackson County. 
Kans. and construct measuring, regulating 
and appurtenant facilities for delivery of 
natural gas to Patrick Levings. 

Item 18: To tap Applicant’s Hogshooter- 
Grabham 16-inch transmission pipeline in 
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Washington County. Okla. and construct 
measuring, regulating, and appurtenant 
facilities for delivery of natural gas to Mil¬ 
dred Middlebusher. 

Item 19: To tap Applicant's Luray 2-inch 
transmission pipeline in Russell County. 
Kans. and construct measuring, regulating 
£nd appurtenant facilities for delivery of 
natural gas to Willis A. Paschal. 

Item 20: To tap Applicant s Grabham-Welda 
30-inch transmission pipeline in Anderson 
County. Kans. and construct measuring, 
regulating, and appurtenant facilities for 
delivery of natural gas to Harold Payne. 
Item 21: To tap Applicant’s McLouth Stor¬ 
age 20-inch pipeline in Leavenworth 
County. Kans. and construct measuring, 
regulating, and appurtenant facilities for 
delivery of natural gas to Mrs. Donald 
Pennel. 

Item 22: To tap Applicant's Tonganoxie-St. 
Joe 16-inch transmission pipeline in Leav¬ 
enworth County. Kans. and construct 
measuring, regulating, and appurtenant 
facilities for delivery of natural gas to 
Albert Wacker. 

Item 23: To tap Applicant’s Nurse 8-inch 
gathering pipeline in Barber County. 
Kans. and construct measuring, regulat¬ 
ing. and appurtenant facilities for delivery 
of natural gas to Hugh Wheelock. 

Applicant states that at the present 
time, it is anticipated that the sale to 
the customer in Item 21 would be 
made by Applicant on a direct sales 
basis and the sales to the other 22 cus¬ 
tomers would be made to The Gas Ser¬ 
vice Co. for resale to these customers. 

It is estimated that the annual sales 
made pursuant to this application 
would average approximately 250 Mcf 
for each rural domestic service pro¬ 
posed. and that a total of 23 such ser¬ 
vices are proposed. Their total annual 
sales is therefore estimated to be ap¬ 
proximately 5,750 Mcf. it is said. 

Applicant indicates that the total 
cost of the facilities proposed to serve 
the right-of-way grantors and lessors 
would be approximately $14,762 which 
costs Applicant would finance from 
treasury funds on hand. 

Any person desiring to be heard or 
to make any protest with reference to 
said application should on or before 
December 28, 1977, file with the Fed¬ 
eral Energy Regulatory Commission, 
Washington. D.C. 20426, a petition to 
intervene or a protest in accordance 
with the requirements of the Commis¬ 
sion’s rules of practice and procedure 
(18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the regula¬ 
tions under the Natural Gas Act <18 
CFR 157.10). All protests filed with 
the Commission will be considered by 
it in determining the appropriate 
action to be taken but will not serve to 
make the protestants parties to the 
proceeding. Any person wishing to 
become a party to a proceeding or to 
participate as a party in any hearing 
therein must file a petition to inter¬ 
vene in accordance with the Commis¬ 
sion’s rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant 
to the authority contained in and sub¬ 
ject to the jurisdiction conferred upon 


the Federal Energy Regulatory Com¬ 
mission by sections 7 and 15 of the 
Natural Gas Act and the Commission’s 
rules of practice and procedure, a 
hearing will be held without further 
notice before the Commission on this 
application if no petition to intervene 
is filed within the time required 
herein, if the Commission on its own 
review of the matter finds that a grant 
of the certificate is required by the 
public convenience and necessity. If a 
petition for leave to intervene is 
timely filed, or if the Commission on 
its own motion believes that a formal 
hearing is required, further notice of 
such hearing will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein pro¬ 
vided for, unless otherwise advised, it 
will be unnecessary for Applicant to 
appear or be represented at the hear¬ 
ing. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 77-35809 Filed 12-14-77: 8:45 am) 
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(Docket No. CP64-891 

CITIES SERVICE GAS CO. AND NATURAL GAS 
PIPELINE CO. OF AMERICA 

Notice of Petition To Amend 

December 8. 1977. 

On October 1, 1977, pursuant to the 
provisions of the Department of 
Energy Organization Act (DOE Act), 
Pub. L. 95-91, 91 Stat. 565 (August 4, 
1977) and Executive Order No. 12009, 
42 FR 46267 (September 15, 1977), the 
Federal Power Commission ceased to 
exist and its functions and regulatory 
responsibilities were transferred to the 
Secretary of Energy and the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission 
(FERC) which, as an independent 
commission within the Department of 
Energy, was activated on October 1, 
1977. 

The “savings provisions’’ of section 
705(b) of the DOE Act provided that 
proceedings pending before the FPC 
on the date the DOE Act takes effect 
shall not be affected and that orders 
shall be issued in such proceedings as 
if the DOE Act had not been enacted. 
All such proceedings shall be contin¬ 
ued and further actions shall be taken 
by the appropriate component of DOE 
now responsible for the function 
under the DOE Act and regulations 
promulgated thereunder. The func¬ 
tions which are the subject of this pro¬ 
ceeding were specifically transferred 
to the FERC by section 402(a)(1) or 
402(a)(2) of the DOE Act. 

The joint regulation adopted on Oc¬ 
tober 1, 1977, by the Secretary and the 
FERC entitled “Transfer of Proceed¬ 
ings to the Secretary of Energy and 
the FERC.” 10 CFR , provided 
that this proceeding would be contin¬ 


ued before the FERC. The FERC 
takes action in this proceeding in ac¬ 
cordance with the above mentioned 
authorities. 

Take notice that on November 17. 
1977, Cities Service Gas Co. (Cities 
Service). P.O. Box 25128, Oklahoma 
City, Okla. 73123, and Natural Gas 
Pipeline Co. of America (Natural), 122 
South Michigan Avenue, Chicago, Ill. 
60603 (Petitioners), filed in Docket No. 
CP64-89, a petition to amend the 
order of January 2. 1964 (31 FPC 3), as 
amended, issued by the Federal Power 
Commission (FPC) in the instant 
docket pursuant to section 7(c) of the 
Natural Gas Act so as to authorize an 
additional exchange point for delivery 
of gas by Natural to Cities Service, all 
as more fully set forth in the petition 
to amend on file with the FERC and 
open to public inspection. 

It is indicated that pursuant to the 
FPC order of January 2. 1964, Peti¬ 
tioners were authorized to construct 
and operate certain facilities and to 
exchange until May 1, 1964. up to 
40,000 Mcf of natural gas per day pur¬ 
suant to a gas exchange agreement be¬ 
tween Petitioner dated September 30. 
1963. It is further indicated that the 
order of January 2, 1974, has subse¬ 
quently been amended by the FPC as 
follows: 

1. Order dated August 14, 1964, ex¬ 
tended until May 1. 1965, the period 
during which natural gas may be ex¬ 
changed and changed the point of de¬ 
livery of natural gas to Cities Service 
by Natural to Carter County, Okla. 

2. Order dated April 13. 1965, (a) ex¬ 
tended to May 1, 1967, the period 
during which natural gas may be ex¬ 
changed: (b) provided for an addition¬ 
al delivery point (Pampa Exchange 
Point) for deliveries of natural gas by 
Cities Service to Natural: (c) provided 
for the replacement and abandonment 
of certain compressor facilities by 
Cities Service: and (d) provided for the 
retention of the Pampa Exchange 
Point as an emergency interconnection 
after the May 1, 1967, exchange expi¬ 
ration date. 

3. Order dated April 25. 1967, ex¬ 
tended to May 1. 1970, the period 
during which natural gas may be ex¬ 
changed. 

4. Order dated July 11, 1967. autho¬ 
rized (a) the increase of maximum vol¬ 
umes to be exchanged from 40,000 Mcf 
per day to 60,000 Mcf per day: and (b) 
the establishment of the Signal Ex¬ 
change Point in Carter County, Okla. 

5. Order dated April 7. 1970, ex¬ 
tended to May 1. 1975, the period 
during which natural gas may be ex¬ 
changed. 

6. Order dated October 21. 1974, ex¬ 
tended to May 1, 1980, the period 
during which natural gas may be ex¬ 
changed and authorized the retention 
and operation of the Hufnagel No. 1 
Exchange Point in Canadian County, 
Okla., as a permanent exchange point. 
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7. Order dated March 25, 1976, au¬ 
thorized the establishment of the An¬ 
thony No. 1 Exchange Point in Grady 
County. Okla. 

8. Order dated July 21. 1977, autho¬ 
rized (a) the connection of additional 
wells in the Watonga-Chickasha Trend 
Field providing the volume of gas de¬ 
livered through the Anthony No. 1 Ex¬ 
change Point does not exceed 5.000 
Mcf per day, and (b) the establish¬ 
ment of the McCormick Exchange 
Point in Woodward County, Okla. 

Petitioners state that on October 3, 
1977, they further amended the sub¬ 
ject gas exchange agreement to pro¬ 
vide, among other things, for an addi¬ 
tional point of delivery (Alfalfa 
County Exchange Point) from Natural 
to Cities Service located in Alfalfa 
County, Okla. Petitioner further state 
that this additional exchange point 
would allow Natural to deliver vol¬ 
umes of gas to Cities Service from 
wells in the North Goltry Field as 
such gas becomes available, and that 
Cities Service would redeliver equiv¬ 
alent volumes to Natural at various 
previously authorized exchange 
points. 

It is stated that the volumes of gas 
proposed to be delivered as described 
herein would not require an increase 
in the maximum quantity of gas pres¬ 
ently authorized for exchange be¬ 
tween Petitioners (16,000 Mcf per 
day), but the use of an additional ex¬ 
change point would provide additional 
flexibility for the exchange arrange¬ 
ment. 

It is indicated that the minor facili¬ 
ties necessary to effectuate this ar¬ 
rangement would be installed by Cities 
Service and Natural pursuant to 
budget-type certificates for gas pur¬ 
chase facilities. 

Any person desiring to be heard or 
to make any protest with reference to 
said petition to amend further should 
on or before December 28, 1977, file 
with the Federal EnergjTRegulatory 
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20426, 
a petition to intervene or a protest in 
accordance with the requirements of 
the Commission’s Rules of Practice 
and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) 
and the Regulations under the Natu¬ 
ral Gas Act (18 CFR 157.10). All pro¬ 
test filed with the Commission will be 
considered by it in determining the ap¬ 
propriate action to be taken but will 
not serve to make the protestants par¬ 
ties to the proceeding. Any person 
wishing to become a party to a proced- 
ing or to practicipate as a party in any 
hearing therein must file a petition to 
intervene in accordance with the Com¬ 
mission’s Rules. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 77-35797 Filed 12-14-77; 8:45 ami 
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[Docket No. CP74-144) 

COLORADO INTERSTATE GAS CO. 

Notice of Petition To Amend 

December 9. 1977. 

On October 1, 1977, pursuant to the 
provisions of the Department of 
Energy Organization Act (DOE Act), 
Pub. L. 95-91, 91 Stat. 565 (August 4, 
1977) and executive Order No. 12009, 
42 FR 46267 (September 15. 1977), the 
Federal Power Commission ceased to 
exist and its functions and regulatory 
responsibilities were transferred to the 
Secretary of Energy and the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission 
(FERC) which, as an independent 
commission within the Department of 
Energy, was activated on October 1, 
1977. 

The “savings provisions” of section 
705(b) of the DOE Act provided that 
proceedings pending before the FPC 
on the date the DOE Act takes effect 
shall not be affected and that orders 
shall be issued in such proceedings as 
if the DOE Act had not been enacted. 
All such proceedings shall be contin¬ 
ued and further actions shall be taken 
by the appropriate component of DOE 
now responsible for the function 
under the DOE Act and regulations 
promulgated thereunder. The func¬ 
tions which are the subject of this pro¬ 
ceeding were specifically transferred 
to the FERC by section 402(a)(1) of 
the DOE Act. 

The joint regulation adopted on Oc¬ 
tober 1, 1977, by the Secretary and the 
FERC entitled “Transfer of Proceed¬ 
ings to the Secretary of Energy and 
the FERC.” 10 CFR , provided 
that this proceeding would be contin¬ 
ued before the FERC. The FERC 
takes action in this proceeding in ac¬ 
cordance with the above mentioned 
authorities. 

Take notice that on November 28, 
1977, Colorado Interstate Gas Co. (Pe¬ 
titioner). P.O. Box 1087, Colorado 
Springs, Colo. 80944, filed in Docket 
No. CP74-144 a petition to amend the 

order of May 3. 1976 (55 FPC -) 

issued by the Federal Power Commis¬ 
sion (FPC) in the instant docket pur¬ 
suant to section 7(c) of the Natural 
Gas Act so as to provide for an addi¬ 
tional delivery point on its system in 
Sweetwater County, Wyo., all as more 
fully set forth in the petition to 
amend on file with the FERC and 
open to public inspection. 

It is indicated that pursuant to the 
FPC order of May 3, 1976, Petitioner 
w r as granted authorization to exchange 
natural gas with Mountain Fuel 
Supply Co. (Mountain Fuel), and that 
requisite authority was granted to 
Mountain Fuel in Docket No. CP75- 
133. It is further indicated that pursu¬ 
ant to the authorization granted to 


Applicant and Mountain Fuel in the 
instant docket and Docket No. CP74- 
133, natural gas controlled by Moun¬ 
tain Fuel is delivered to Petitioner at a 
point in Sweetwater County, Wyo. Pe¬ 
titioner indicates that it has the 
option to purchase 25 percent of all 
gas volumes so delivered and the obli¬ 
gation to redeliver the balance to 
Mountain Fuel at an existing point of 
interconnection between Petitioner’s 
and Mountain Fuel’s systems in 
Sweetwater County, Wyo. 

By this petition. Petitioner requests 
that the FERC amend the FPC order 
in the instant docket so as to provide 
for an additional point of delivery by 
Mountain Fuel to Petitioner in 
Sweetwater County, Wyo. All other as¬ 
pects of the exchange are unchanged, 
it is said. 

Petitioner states that Mountain Fuel 
has an additional gas supply in 
Sweetwater County, and that Moun¬ 
tain Fuel estimates the recoverable 
gas reserves of this new supply to be 
4,000,000 Mcf with initial production 
estimated at 809 Mcf per day. It is in¬ 
dicated that Petitioner and Mountain 
Fuel have amended the gas purchase 
and exchange agreement of Septem¬ 
ber 10, 1973, to include the new deliv¬ 
ery point on Petitioner’s system to re¬ 
ceive this new supply. 

Petitioner states that it would be 
necessary for Mountain Fuel to install 
only minor facilities to deliver and 
measure gas at the New Mountain 
Fuel-to-Petitioner delivery point. Peti¬ 
tioner further states that it would pro¬ 
vide a suitable valve pursuant to its 
gas-purchase budget authority to re¬ 
ceive deliveries at that point. 

Any person desiring to be heard or 
to make any protest with reference to 
said petition to amend should on or 
before December 30, 1977, file with 
the Federal Energy Regulatory Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C. 20426, a pe¬ 
tition to intervene or a protest in ac¬ 
cordance with the requirements of the 
Commission’s Rules of Practice and 
Procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the 
Regulations under the Natural Gas 
Act (18 CFR 157.10). All protests filed 
with the Commission will be consid¬ 
ered by it in determining the appropri¬ 
ate action to be taken but will not 
serve to make the protestants parties 
to the proceeding. Any person wishing 
to become a party to a proceeding or 
to participate as a party in any hear¬ 
ing therein must file a petition to in¬ 
tervene in accordance with the Com¬ 
mission’s Rules. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[PR Doc. 77-35810 Piled 12-14-77; 8:45 ami 
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[ 6740 - 02 ] 

[Docket No. ER77-5781 

KANSAS GAS ANO ELECTRIC CO. 

Order Conditionally Accepting for Filing and 
Suspending Proposed Increased Rotes, Pro* * 
viding for Hearing, Granting Intervention, 
Deferring Action on Motion To Reject, and 
Establishing Price Squeeze Procedures 

December 8, 1977. 

On October 1, 1977, pursuant to the 
provisions of the Department of 
Energy Organization Act (DOE Act). 
Pub. L. 95-91, 91 Stat. 565 (August 4, 
1977) and Executive Order No. 12009. 
42 FR 46267 (September 15, 1977, the 
Federal Power Commission ceased to 
exist and its functions and regulatory 
responsibilities were transferred to the 
Secretary and the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission (FERC) 
which, as an independent commission 
within the Department of Energy, was 
activated on October 1, 1977. 

The “savings provisions” of section 
705(b) of the DOE Act provide that 
proceedings pending before FPC on 
the date the DOE Act takes effect 
shall not be affected and that orders 
shall be issued in such proceedings as 
if the DOE Act had not been enacted. 
All such proceedings shall be contin¬ 
ued and further actions shall be taken 
by the appropriate component of DOE 
now responsible for the function 
under the DOE Act and regulations 
promulgated thereunder. The func¬ 
tions which are the subject of these 
proceedings were specifically trans¬ 
ferred to the FERC by section 402(a) 
(1) and (2) of the DOE Act. 

The joint regulation adopted on Oc¬ 
tober 1. 1977, by the Secretary and the 
FERC entitled “Transfer of Proceed¬ 
ings to the Secretary of Energy and 
the FERC,” 10 CFR . provided 
that this proceeding would be contin¬ 
ued before the FERC. The FERC 
takes action in this proceeding in ac¬ 
cordance with the above-mentioned 
authorities. 

On September 6, 1977, Kansas Gas 
and Electric Co. (KG&E) tendered for 
filing in the docket herein a proposed 
rate increase for wholesale electric ser¬ 
vice rendered to twenty-four (24) mu¬ 
nicipal systems with and without gen¬ 
eration, 1 eight (8) rural electric coo¬ 
peratives, 9 and two (2) private utility 


•Kansas Cities of Augusta. Burlington, 
Chanute. Coffeyville. Fredonia, Girard, Iola, 
Mulvane, Neodesha, Wellington. Winfield, 
Arcadia, Arma. Blue Mound, Bronson. Els- 
more. Erie. Haven, La Harpe, Mindenmines, 
Moran. Mount Hope. Mulberry, and Savon- 
burg. 

’The Butler Rural Electric Cooperative 
Association, Inc., the Caney Valley Electric 
Cooperative Association. Inc., Coffey 
County Rural Electric Cooperative Associ¬ 
ation. Inc., the Radiant Electric Cooperat¬ 
ive, Inc., the Sedgwick County Electric Co¬ 


companies. 9 The proposed rates would 
result in an increase of revenues of ap¬ 
proximately $5,298,060 (31.95 percent) 
based on estimated sales for the year 
ending June 30, 1978. 4 

In addition to the revised charges, a 
change is proposed to the billing 
demand for the municipals and public 
utilities, and a new fuel adjustment 
clause is provided for each of the 
classes of customers. The Company re¬ 
quested an October 7, 1977 effective 
date. 

In support of its filing, KG&E states 
that its present revenues are inad¬ 
equate to provide a fair return on its 
investment, particularly in view of the 
recent addition of the La Cygne Sta¬ 
tion No. 2 Unit and the continued 
impact of inflationary pressures. 

By letter dated October 6, 1977, 
KG&E was informed of certain defi¬ 
ciencies in its filing. By November 9, 
1977, the deficiencies were cured. 
Notice of the original filing was issued 
on September 9, 1977, with comments 
due on or before September 26, 1977. 

On September 21, 1977, the State 
Corporation Commission of the State 
of Kansas filed a notice of interven¬ 
tion in this proceeding. 

Four protests were filed. On Septem¬ 
ber 14, 1977, the mayor of the City of 
Mount Hope protested the increase as 
a financial burden on the citizens and 
business of the city. On September 18. 
1977, Mrs. Myra Snay of Haven. Kans., 
protested the rate increase to the City 
of Mount Hope and the City of Haven, 
citing probable adverse economic ef¬ 
fects. On October 14, 1977, a similar 
protest was received from Gerald 
Watson and Fern Watson of the City 
of Haven. On September 26, 1977, the 
City of Arma, Kans. filed a Petition of 
Protest. The City states that the rate 
increase will deny the residents of 
Arma on a fixed income the use of 
electrical service; that the city has ab¬ 
sorbed numerous rate increases in the 
past so as not to deny services to those 
on fixed incomes but is no longer able 
to do so; and that such proposed in¬ 
creases could result either in the 
City’s forced sale of its utility oper¬ 
ation to KG&E or in no service at all 
on a residential basis from any suppli¬ 
er. 

Also, on September 26. 1977, the 
Company’s eight cooperative custom¬ 
ers 5 (Cooperatives) filed a Protest and 
Petition to Intervene requesting a 5 
month suspension period. The cooper¬ 
atives raise a number of cost of service 

operative Association. Inc., the Sekan Elec¬ 
tric Cooperative Association. Inc., Summer- 
Cowley Electric Cooperative, Inc., and 
United Electric Cooperative, Inc. 

•Missouri Public Service Co. and the 
Kansas Power & Light Co. 

♦See Appendix for Rate Schedule Desig¬ 
nations. 

'See footnote infra. 


issues, all of which can properly be 
left to resolution in the hearing pro¬ 
cess. 

On September 26, 1977, the Cities of 
Iola, Augusta. Chanute, Coffeyville, 
Girard, Mulvane. Neodesha, Winfield. 
Bronson, and Erie* (Cities) filed a 
Motion to Reject, Protest, and Peti¬ 
tion to Intervene. Cities call for rejec¬ 
tion of the filing pursuant to the 
Sierra-Mobile doctrine/ The Cities 
argue that certain agreements with 
KG&E are fixed rate contracts and do 
not provide for a unilateral filing by 
the Company under section 205 of the 
Federal Power Act. 5 Cities cite a 
number of cases as authority for their 
request that the Commission reject 
KG&E’s filing* and they argue that 
the contracts in question were execut¬ 
ed subsequent to the Mobile and Sira 
decisions. 

On December 1, 1977, the Cities filed 
an amendment and supplement to its 
Motion to Reject which raises addi¬ 
tional issues in support of its argu¬ 
ments for rejection of KG&E’s tender. 
We shall respond to those additional 
issues at the time we determine the 
Sierra-Mobile issue. The Sierra-Mobile 
issue raised by the Cities require the 
Commission to review the subject con¬ 
tracts to determine whether KG&E is 
contractually prohibited from tender¬ 
ing its proposed increased rate filings 
under Section 205 of the Federal 
Power Act. To reach that decision, we 
will order KG&E to file all supple¬ 
mental agreements to the subject con¬ 
tracts within 15 days from the date of 
this order. The Sierra-Mobile determi¬ 
nation. as well as a determination on 
other issues raised by Cities, will be 
made in a subsequent order issued 
within 30 days from the issuance date 
of this order. 

Our review of this issue may require 
the Commission to accept KG&E’s 
rate increase filing as to one or more 
of the Cities under section 205. while 
rejecting others, if we find such con¬ 
tracts to be of a fixed-rate, fixed-term 
nature. Alternatively, instead of re¬ 
jecting we may determine that the 
contracts permit us to treat KG&E’s 
filing as an application for a hearing 
under section 206 of the Act to deter¬ 
mine whether the existing rate level is 
just and reasonable and, if not. what 


• Errata Amendment to Motion Reject, 
Protest, and Petition to Intervene of the 
Cities, filed on September 27. 1977, added 
the City of Burlington. Kans.. to the list. 

T FPC v. Sierra Pacific Poicer Co., 350 U.S. 
348 (1956); United States Gas Pipe Line Co. 
v. Mobile Gas Service Corp., 350 U.S. 332 
(1956). 

• Appendix A to Motion to Reject, Protest, 
and Petition to Intervene of the Cities, filed 
on October 3. 1977, lists the alleged Sierra- 
Mobile provisions of the contracts which the 
Cities have with KG&E. 

•See footnote 7, infra, and Richmond 
Poieer & Light Co. v. FPC, 481. F. 2d 490 
(D C. Cir. 1973). 
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that level should be prospectively. In 
the meantime, we will conditionally 
accept for filing KG&E’s tender, and 
suspend it as hereinafter set forth. 

In addition to the Sierra-Mobile 
issue and the issues raised in its 
Amendment and supplement, the 
Cities call for rejection of the filing as 
deficient for failure to comply with 
sections 35.13(b)(4) and 35.13(b)(2) of 
the Commission’s Rules. Section 
35.13(b)(4) deals with the submission 
of costs for the most recent twelve- 
consecutive months for which actual 
data are available. Section 35.13(b)(2) 
requires submittal of a comparison of 
the proposed rate with other rates of 
the filing utility for similar wholesale 
for resale and transmission services. 
The Cities argue not only KG&E's 
failure to comply with section 
35.13(b)(2) but they raise the possibil¬ 
ity of discrimination when the pro¬ 
posed rates are actually compared to 
the rates of KG&E’s other wholesale 
customers. Rejection of rate filings 
can only be made when the filing util¬ 
ity has not substantially complied 
with our Regulations. Municipal Light 
Boards of Reading and Wakefield , 
Mass. v. FPC, 450 F. 2d 1341, 1345 
(D C. Cir. 1971). The instant filing has 
met the test of substantial compliance, 
therefore, rejection of the filing is not 
warranted. Also, the Cities raise the 
possibility of price squeeze issues. Ac¬ 
cordingly. we will direct the Adminis¬ 
trative Law Judge to convene a pre- 
hearing conference for the purpose of 
hearing the Cities’ request for data 
necessary to present their prima facie 
case showing discrimination and anti¬ 
competitive effect. 

In the alternative to rejection, the 
Cities raise a number of cost of service 
issues which we leave for resolution at 
the hearing, and the Cities request a 
five-month suspension period. Howev¬ 
er. our review of the filing and the 
pleadings filed by the Cities indicate 
that the full five-month suspension 
period permitted by the Federal Power 
Act is not justified in this case. 

Our review indicates that the pro¬ 
posed rates filed by KG&E have not 
been shown to be just and reasonable, 
and may be unjust, unreasonable, 
unduly discriminatory or otherwise 
unlawful. Accordingly, we will condi¬ 
tionally accept the proposed rates for 
filing, suspend them for one month, to 
become effective January 9, 1978, sub¬ 
ject to refund, and establish hearing 
procedures. 

The Commission finds: (1) It is nec¬ 
essary and proper in the public inter¬ 
est and to aid in the enforcement of 
the provisions of the Federal Power 
Act that the Commission enter upon a 
hearing concerning the lawfulness of 
the proposed increased rates and 
charges tendered by KG&E on Sep¬ 
tember 6. 1977, establishing proce¬ 
dures for that hearing and that the 


proposed increased rates and charges 
be conditionally accepted for filing, 
suspended, and the use thereof de¬ 
ferred, as hereinafter ordered. 

(2) Participation by petitioners in 
this proceeding may be in the public 
interest. 

(3) Good cause exits to require 
KG&E to submit for filing all supple¬ 
mental agreements to the contracts in 
issue here and to defer ruling on the 
motion to reject, all as hereinafter or¬ 
dered. 

(4) Good cause exists to establish 
price-squeeze procedures to effectuate 
the Commission's policy announced in 
Order No. 563. 

The Commission orders: (A) Pursu¬ 
ant to the authority contained in and 
subject to the jurisdiction conferred 
upon the Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission by section 402(a) of the 
DOE Act and by the Federal Power 
Act, particularly sections 205, 206, 301, 
307, 308, 309 thereof, and pursuant to 
the Commission’s Rules of Practice 
and Procedure and the Regulations 
under the Federal Power Act (18 CFR, 
Chapter I), a public hearing shall be 
held concerning the justness and rea¬ 
sonableness of the rates proposed by 
KG&E in this proceeding. 

(B) Pending such hearing and deci¬ 
sion thereon, the proposed increased 
rates and charges filed by KG&E on 
September 6, 1977, and identified in 
the Appendix attached hereto are 
hereby conditionally accepted for 
filing, suspended and the use thereof 
deferred until January 9, 1978, when 
they shall become effective, subject to 
refund. 

(C) The Staff shall prepare and 
serve top sheets on all parties for set¬ 
tlement purposes on or before March 
14. 1978 (see. Administrative Order No. 
157). 

(D) A Presiding Administrative Law 
Judge to be designated by the Chief 
Administrative Law Judge for that 
purpose (see, Delegation of Authority, 
18 CFR 33.5(d)), shall convene a con¬ 
ference in this proceeding to be held 
within ten days after the serving of 
top sheets in a hearing room of the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commis¬ 
sion. 825 North Capitol Street NE.. 
Washington. D.C. 20426. Said Law 
Judge is authorized to establish all 
procedural dates and to rule upon all 
motions (except, petitions to inter¬ 
vene, motions to consolidate and sever, 
and motions to dismiss), as provided 
for in the Commission’s Rules of Prac¬ 
tice and Procedure. 

(E) Nothing contained herein shall 
be construed as limiting the rights of 
parties to this proceeding regarding 
the convening of conferences or offers 
of settlement pursuant to section 1.18 
of the Commission’s Rules of Practice 
and Procedure. 

(F) Petitioners are hereby permitted 
to intervene in this proceeding subject 


to the Rules and Regulations of the 
Commission: Provided, however , That 
participation of such intervenors shall 
be limited to the matters affecting as¬ 
serted rights and interests specifically 
set forth in the petition to intervene; 
and Provided, further , That the admis¬ 
sion of such intervenors shall not be 
construed as recognition by the Com¬ 
mission that they might be aggrieved 
by any orders entered in this proceed¬ 
ing. 

(G) The protests filed have been 
considered by the Commission in de¬ 
termining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make the 
Protestants parties to the proceeding. 

(H) KG&E shall submit for filing 
within 15 days from the issuance date 
of this order all supplemental agree¬ 
ments to the contracts involved herein 
and, pending review of the arguments 
raised for rejection of the filing, a 
ruling on the Cities’ motion to reject 
KG&E’s filing is hereby deferred. 

(I) The Administrative Law Judge 
shall convene a prehearing conference 
on January 24, 1978, at 10 a.m., in a 
hearing room of the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission. 825 North 
Capitol Street NE., Washington, D.C. 
20426, for the purpose of hearing peti¬ 
tioners’ request for data required to 
present their case, including a prima 
facie showing, on the price squeeze 
issue. Also, the Company shall be re¬ 
quired to respond to the discovery re¬ 
quests authorized by the Administra¬ 
tive Law Judge within 30 days, and the 
petitioners shall file their case-in-chief 
on the price squeeze issue within 30 
days after the Company’s response. 

(J) The Secretary shall cause 
prompt publication of this order to be 
made in the Federal Register. 

By the Commission. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

CFR Doc. 77-35798 Filed 12-14-77; 8:45 ami 


[ 6740 - 02 ] 

(Docket No. CI78-128] 

KEISUNG FARMS, INC. 

Notice of Petition for Declaratory Order and 
Request for Prompt Action Due to Emergency 
Circumstances 

December 8, 1977. 

On November 7, 1977, Keisling 

Farms, Inc. (Keisling) filed a petition 
pursuant to section 1.7(c) of the Com¬ 
mission’s Rules of Practice and Proce¬ 
dure requesting issuance of a declara¬ 
tory order by the Commission permit¬ 
ting Keisling to sell to the City of 
Sunray, Tex., natural gas formerly 
sold in interstate commerce by Atlan¬ 
tic Richfield Co. (Atlantic Richfield) 
to Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co. 
(Panhandle). Keisling is a former roy- 
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alty owner which now owns approxi¬ 
mately one-eighth of the mineral in¬ 
terests in the 640 acre J. A. Kraker 
Lease located in Moore County, Tex. 
Atlantic Richfield is the operator of 
the lease, having succeeded to the in¬ 
terest of Sinclair Oil & Gas Co. (Sin¬ 
clair). 

By contract dated August 30, 1951, 
Sinclair committed the above-de¬ 
scribed acreage to Panhandle for sale 
in interstate commerce. A certificate 
of public convenience and necessity 
was issued by the Commission on De¬ 
cember 22, 1954, and sales were made 
from the J. A. Kraker No. 1 Well until 
1974. In July, 1974, the casing of the 
No. 1 Well collapsed and the attempt¬ 
ed workover was unsuccessful. When 
Atlantic Richfield did not commence 
operations to restore production 
within 60 days of the date production 
ceased, the lease covering Keisling's 
reversionary interest expired. 

In reliance upon the decision ren¬ 
dered by the Court of Appeals for the 
Fifth Circuit in Southland Royalty 
Co., et al v. FPC t No. 75-3373, et al., 
Keisling has made arrangements to 
sell the gas from the J. A. Kraker 
Lease to the City of Sunray. However, 
Keisling seeks Commission assurances 
that it will not be in violation of Sec¬ 
tion 7(b) of the Natural Gas Act by 
making such a sale in the intrastate 
market. Keisling states that the City 
of Sunray is in urgent need of this 
supply of gas and may be forced to 
curtail its priority 1 and 2 customers if 
it is unable to secure it. 

Any person desiring to be heard or 
to make any protest with reference to 
said petition should on or before De¬ 
cember 28, 1977, file with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission. 
Washington, D.C. 20426, a petition to 
intervene or a protest in accordance 
with the requirements of the Commis¬ 
sion’s Rules of Practice and Procedure 
(18 C.F.R. 1.8 or 1.10). All protest filed 
with the Commission will be consid¬ 
ered by it in determining the appropri¬ 
ate action to be taken but will not 
serve to make the protestants parties 
to the proceeding. Any party wishing 
to become a party to a proceeding, or 
to participate as a party in any hear¬ 
ing therein, must file a petiton to in¬ 
tervene in accordance with the Com¬ 
mission’s Rules. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary 

IFR Doc. 77-35799 Filed 12-14-77; 8:45 am) 
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(Docket No. CI77-584] 

MARATHON OIL CO. 

Amended Petition for Special Relief 

December 8. 1977. 

Take notice that on November 11, 
1977, Marathon Oil Co. (Marathon) 


submitted an amendment to its June 
20, 1977 petition for special relief filed 
pursuant to section 2.56a(g) of the 
Commission’s General Policy and In¬ 
terpretations. By this amendment 
Marathon seeks the national ceiling 
rate established for wells commenced 
on or after January 1, 1975, for the 
sale of gas to Sea Robin Pipeline Co. 
from its 20.833 interest in Eugene 
Island, Block 47 in offshore Louisiana. 
Marathon had previously sought a 
rate of $1.75 per Mcf. Currently, Mara¬ 
thon’s gas qualifies for the 53 cents 
per Mcf rate prescribed in section 
2.56(a)(5) of the Commission’s Regula¬ 
tions for gas produced from wells com¬ 
menced prior to January 1, 1973. and 
not previously sold in interstate com¬ 
merce. 

Any person desiring to be heard or 
to make any protest with reference to 
said petition should on or before De¬ 
cember 30, 1977, file with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 20426, a petition to 
intervene or a protest in accordance 
with the requirements of the Commis¬ 
sion’s Rules of Practice and procedure 
(18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All protests filed 
with the Commission will be consid¬ 
ered by it in determining the appropri¬ 
ate action to be taken but will not 
serve to make the protestants parties 
to the proceeding. Any party wishing 
to become a party to a proceeding, or 
to participate as a party in any hear¬ 
ing therein, must file a petition to in¬ 
tervene in accordance with the Com¬ 
mission’s Rules. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 77-35800 Filed 12-14-77: 8:45 am] 
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[Docket No. CI78-164) 

MARATHON OIL CO. 

Notic* of Petition for Special Relief 

December 8, 1977. 

Take notice that on November 18, 
1977. Marathon Oil Co. (Marathon), 
539 South Main Street, Findlay, Ohio 
45840, filed in Docket No. RI78-164 a 
petition for special relief pursuant to 
section 157.23, 2.56a, and 2.56a(g) of 
the Commission’s Statements of Gen¬ 
eral Policy and Interpretation (18 
CFR §§ 157.23, 2.56a. 2.56a(g)). 

Marathon seeks authorization to col¬ 
lect a rate in excess of the applicable 
national ceiling rate for natural gas 
production from its interest in West 
Cameron Block 620 Field, Offshore 
Louisiana, and seeks authorization to 
sell such gas to Texas Eastern Trans¬ 
mission Corp. (Texas Eastern) pursu¬ 
ant to a contract dated June 21, 1977. 
Marathon states that its cost of pro¬ 
ducing this gas is in excess of both the 
national ceiling rate and the contrac¬ 


tually provided base rate of 199.50 
cents per Mcf at 15.025 psia, but al¬ 
leges that it has not yet calculated 
what the actual cost of production will 
be. Accordingly. Marathon seeks per¬ 
mission to collect an initial rate of 
199.50 cents per Mcf at 15.025 psia. 
subject to refund of an amount in 
excess of any rate found to be just and 
reasonable. 

Any person desiring to be heard or 
to make any protest with reference to 
said petition should on or before De¬ 
cember 30, 1977, file with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 20426. a petition to 
intervene or a protest in accordance 
with the requirements of the Commis¬ 
sion’s Rules of Practice and Procedure 
(18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All protests filed 
with the Commission will be consid¬ 
ered by it in determining the appropri¬ 
ate action to be taken but will not 
serve to make the protestants parties 
to the proceeding. Any party wishing 
to become a party to a proceeding or 
to participate as a party in any hear¬ 
ing therein, must file a petition to in¬ 
tervene in accordance with the Com¬ 
mission’s Rules. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR Doc. 77-35801 Filed 12-14-77; 8:45 am] 


[ 6740-021 

[Docket No. CI78 186) 

MESA PETROLEUM CO. 

Notic* of Petition for Declorotory Order 

December 8, 1977. 

On November 22, 1977, Mesa Petro¬ 
leum Co. (Mesa) filed a petition pursu¬ 
ant to section 1.7(c) of the Commis¬ 
sion’s Rules of Practice and Procedure 
requesting issuance of a declaratory 
order by the Commission confirming 
that its sales of gas from reserves 
which it developed while a small pro¬ 
ducer, but which are made under con¬ 
tracts executed after the Commission 
determined that it lost its small pro¬ 
ducer status, are sales from "small 
producer reserves" under section 
157.40(a)(4) of the Commission’s Regu¬ 
lations which qualify for small produc¬ 
er rate treatment. 

On August 5. 1976, the Commission 
issued an order in Docket No. CS67-82 
declaring that Mesa ceased to qualify 
as a small producer effective April 30, 
1973, the date of its merger of a large 
producer. Prior to its merger of a large 
producer, and thus while it qualified 
as a small producer, Mesa states that 
it developed its interest in certain gas 
producing properties located in 
Kansas and Texas. Only after April 
30, 1973. however, did Mesa enter into 
gas sales contracts covering these re¬ 
serves. 

Mesa states that the Commission in 
its Order No. 568, Issued July 14, 1977, 
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in Docket No. RM76-15, defined 
‘‘small producer reserves” to include 
‘‘reserves developed by a natural gas 
company while in the status of a small 
producer.” Mesa therefore claims that 
it should be entitled to small producer 
rate treatment for the reserves at 
issue since they were discovered and 
developed by it while in the status of a 
small producer. Mesa also states that 
it makes sense to permit reserves to be 
priced at the higher small producer 
rate where the costs and risks associat¬ 
ed with the development of those re¬ 
serves were borne by a small producer. 

Any person desiring to be heard or 
to make any protest with reference to 
said petition should on or before De¬ 
cember 30, 1977, file with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission. 
Washington, D.C. 20426. a petition to 
intervene or a protest in accordance 
with the requirements of the Commis¬ 
sion’s Rules of Practice and Procedure 
(18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All protests filed 
with the commission will be consid¬ 
ered by it in determining the appropri¬ 
ate action to be taken but will not 
serve to make the protestants parties 
to the proceeding. Any party wishing 
to become a party to a proceeding, or 
to participate as a party in any hear¬ 
ing therein, must file a petition to in¬ 
tervene in accordance with the Com¬ 
mission’s Rules. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR Doc. 77-35802 Filed 12-14-77; 8:45 am) 


[ 6740 - 02 ] 

(Docket No. RI78-13) 

MULLINS & PRICHARD 
Notice of Petition for Special Relief 

December 8, 1977. 

Take notice that on November 21, 
1977, Mullins and Prichard (Petition¬ 
er), 416 Oil <fe Gas Building. New Or¬ 
leans, La. 70112, filed in Docket No. 
RI78-13 for special relief pursuant to 
Section 2.76 of the Commission’s 
Rules of Practice and Procedure. 

Petitioner seeks authorization to 
charge $2.16 per Mcf plus applicable 
severance taxes for the sale of gas cur¬ 
rently being sold at $.31 per Mcf plus 
tax from wells #1 and #2 on the State 
Lease 2864, Mallard Bay Field. Ca¬ 
meron Parish, La. to Texas Gas Trans¬ 
mission Co. Petitioner plans to rework 
the wells and install a compressor. Pe¬ 
titioner states that the wells will cease 
production in the near future unless a 
substantial investment is made in well 
workovers and new equipment. 

Any person desiring to be heard or 
to make any protest with reference to 
said petition should on or before De¬ 
cember 30, 1977, file with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 20426, a petition to 


intervene or a protest in accordance 
with the requirements of the Commis¬ 
sion’s Rules of Practice and Procedure 
(18 C.F.R. 1.8 or 1.10). All protests 
filed with the Commission will be con¬ 
sidered by it in determining the appro¬ 
priate action to be taken but will not 
serve to make the protestants parties 
to the proceeding. Any party wishing 
to become a party to a proceeding, or 
to participate as a party in any hear¬ 
ing therein, must file a petition to in¬ 
tervene in accordance with the Com¬ 
mission’s Rules. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR Doc. 77-35803 Filed 12-14-77; 8:45 am) 


[ 6740 - 02 ] 

[Docket No. CP72-258) 

NATURAL GAS PIPELINE CO. OF AMERICA 
Notice of Petition To Amend 

December 8, 1977. 

On October 1, 1977, pursuant to the 
provisions of the Department of 
Energy Organization Act (DOE Act), 
Pub. L. 95-91, 91 Stat. 565 (August 4, 
1977) and Executive Order No. 12009, 
42 FR 46267 (September 15, 1977), the 
Federal Power Commission ceased to 
exist and its functions and regulatory 
responsibilities were transferred to the 
Secretary of Energy and the Federal 
Energ y Regulatory Commission 
(FERC) which, as an independent 
commission within the Department of 
Energy, was activated on October 1, 
1977. 

The “savings provisions” of Section 
705(b) of the DOE Act provided that 
proceedings pending before the FPC 
on the date the DOE Act takes effect 
shall not be affected and that orders 
shall be issued in such proceedings as 
if the DOE Act had not been enacted. 
All such proceedings shall be contin¬ 
ued and further actions shall be taken 
by the appropriate component of DOE 
now responsible for the function 
under the DOE Act and regulations 
promulgated thereunder. The func¬ 
tions which are the subject of this pro¬ 
ceeding were specifically transferred 
to the FERC by Section 402(a)(1) or 
402(a)(2) of the DOE Act. 

The joint regulation adopted on Oc¬ 
tober 1, 1977, by the Secretary and the 
FERC entitled “Transfer of Proceed¬ 
ings to the Secretary of Energy and 

the FERC,” 10 CFR -, provided 

that this proceeding w r ould be contin¬ 
ued before the FERC. The FERC take 
action in this proceeding in accordance 
with the above mentioned authorities. 

Take notice that on November 17, 
1977, Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of 
America (Petitioner), 122 South Michi¬ 
gan Avenue, Chicago. Ill. 60603, filed 
in Docket No. CP72-258 a petition to 
amend the order of December 26. 1972 


(48 FPC 1522) issued by the Federal 
Power Commission (FPC) in the in¬ 
stant docket pursuant to Section 7(c) 
of the Natural Gas Act so as to pro¬ 
vide that its authorization to install 
and operate one additional compressor 
cylinder on each of its 52 compressor 
units be conformed to indicate the fa¬ 
cilities actually constructed, all as 
more fully set forth in the petition to 
amend on file with the FERC and 
open to public inspection. 

It is indicated that pursuant to the 
FPC order of December 26, 1972, Peti¬ 
tioner was authorized to install and 
operate an additional compressor cyl¬ 
inder on each of 52 existing compres¬ 
sor engines in Texas, Arkansas, and Il¬ 
linois. It is stated that because of un¬ 
predictable mechanical vibration re¬ 
sulting from the placement of the four 
compressor cylinders on the engine 
frame. Petitioner proposed over a 5- 
year period to modify each of the 52 
compressor units, installed betw r een 
1951 and 1962 on its Gulf Coast line, 
by the addition of a fifth compressor 
cylinder. Petitioner also planned to do 
remedial foundation work and replace 
pulsation dampensers and engine oper¬ 
ating control equipment pursuant to 
Section 2.55 of the Commission's Gen¬ 
eral Policy and Interpretations (18 
CFR 2.55), it is said. 

Petitioner states that it has complet¬ 
ed the modification of 41 compressor 
units by adding the fifth compressor 
cylinder, and making the necessary re¬ 
medial and control changes under Sec¬ 
tion 2.55 as required. 

It is stated that the reduced flow of 
gas on Petitioner’s Texas Gulf Coast 
line caused by Petitioner’s inability at 
this time to contract for new gas sup¬ 
plies to replace reserves that are being 
depleted has lessened the mechanical 
vibration problems at its Stations 301 
and 302 to the point where Petitioner 
feels that the addition of a fifth com¬ 
pressor cylinder on the remaining 11 
compressor units is not required at 
this time for efficient operation. Con¬ 
sequently, Petitioner requests that the 
Commission amend the order of De¬ 
cember 26, 1972, so as to conform it to 
indicate construction completed as of 
this time, namely the installation and 
operation of one additional compres¬ 
sor cylinder on each of 41 compressor 
units. 

Petitioner states that each of the 41 
compressor units was returned to oper¬ 
ation upon completion of the required 
construction, with the final unit being 
returned to service in June, 1976. 

Any person desiring to be heard or 
to make any protest with reference to 
said petition to amend should on or 
before December 28, 1977, file with 
the Federal Energy Regulatory Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C. 20426, a pe¬ 
tition to intervene or a protest in ac¬ 
cordance w r ith the requirements of the 
Commission’s Rules of Practice and 
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Procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the 
Regulations under the Natural Gas 
Act (18 CFR 157.10). All protests filed 
with the Commission will be consid¬ 
ered by it in determining the appropri¬ 
ate action to be taken but will not 
serve to make the protestants parties 
to the proceeding. Any person wishing 
to become a party to a proceeding or 
to participate as a party in any hear¬ 
ing therein must file a petition to in¬ 
tervene in accordance with the Com¬ 
mission's Rules. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary. 

[FR. Doc. 77-35804 Filed 12-14-77; 8:45 am] 
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[Docket No. CP78-104] 

NATURAL GAS PIPELINE CO. OF AMERICA 
Notice of Application 

December 8. 1977. 

Take notice that on November 30, 
1977. Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of 
America (Applicant), 122 South Michi¬ 
gan Avenue, Chicago, Ill. 60603, filed 
in Docket No. CP78-104 an application 
pursuant to Section 7(c) of the Natu¬ 
ral Gas Act for a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity authorizing 
the continued operation of existing fa¬ 
cilities and the sale and delivery of 
natural gas to Entex, Inc. (Entex), 
under a service agreement dated Octo¬ 
ber 5, 1977. between Applicant and 
Entex, all us more fully set forth in 
the application on file with the Com¬ 
mission and open to public inspection. 

Applicant states that it has been 
selling and delivering natural gas to 
Entex under four gas sales agreements 
entered into between Applicant and 
Houston Natural Gas Corp. (Houston 
Natural), predecessor of Entex, dated 
August 14, 1961, October 18, 1961, Sep¬ 
tember 16. 1963, and July 21, 1964, re¬ 
spectively. Applicant further states 
that the gas is produced in the State 
of Texas and is sold to Entex in Texas 
for resale and consumption entirely 
within the State. The ultimate con¬ 
sumers are primarily residential and 
small commercial users in four small, 
geographically separate Texas commu¬ 
nities. it is said. It is indicated that 
sales of gas from Applicant to Entex 
under the four gas sales agreements 
have been considered by Applicant as 
field sales for rate and reporting pur¬ 
poses. 

Applicant states that since all of the 
volumes sold to Entex pursuant to the 
above mentioned gas sales contracts 
are consumed entirely within the 
State of Texas. Applicant originally 
believed that the sales were not sub¬ 
ject to the jurisdiction of the Commis¬ 
sion under the Natural Gas Act. Appli¬ 
cant further states that because the 


gas is transported to the delivery 
points as part of a commingled stream 
of gas destined to flow interstate, it 
has been indicated that certification is 
necessary for these sales and for the 
continued operation of existing con¬ 
nection facilities, consisting of taps 
and appurtenant facilities on Appli¬ 
cant’s pipeline at the delivery point 
under each of the four gas sales agree¬ 
ments between Applicant and Houston 
Natural. 

Applicant indicates that it and 
Entex have now entered into a service 
agreement dated October 5, 1977, re¬ 
placing the four above-mentioned gas 
sales agreements so that, upon receipt 
of the requested Commission authori¬ 
zation, the sales may be made upon 
terms consistent with those applicable 
to Applicant’s other jurisdictional 
sales. The service agreement provides 
for the sale of like volumes of natural 
gas by Applicant to Entex effective on 
the date of receipt of the requested 
authorization herein and extending 
until December 1. 1990, at a price es¬ 
tablished in accordance with Appli¬ 
cant’s G-l rate schedule. Additionally, 
Applicant and Entex have executed a 
letter agreement dated October 5. 
1977, which provides that the price 
provisions of the Service Agreement 
would be deemed effective December 
1, 1977, it is indicated. 

Any person desiring to be heard or 
to make any protest with reference to 
said application should on or before 
December 30, 1977. file with the Fed¬ 
eral Energy Regulatory Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 20426, a petition to 
intervene or a protest in accordance 
with the requirements of the Commis¬ 
sion's Rules of Practice and Procedure 
(18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the Regula¬ 
tions under the Natural Gas Act (18 
CFR 157.10). All protests filed with 
the Commission will be considered by 
it in determining the appropriate 
action to be taken but will not serve to 
make the protestants parties to the 
proceeding. Any person wishing to 
become a party to a proceeding or to 
participate as a party in any hearing 
therein must file a petition to inter¬ 
vene in accordance with the Commis¬ 
sion's Rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant 
to the authority contained in and sub¬ 
ject to the jurisdiction conferred upon 
the Federal Energy Regulatory Com¬ 
mission by Sections 7 and 15 of the 
Natural Gas Act and the Commission's 
Rules of Practice and Procedure, a 
hearing will be held without further 
notice before the Commission on this 
application if no petition to intervene 
is filed within the time required 
herein, if the Commission on its own 
review of the matter finds that a grant 
of the certificate is required by the 
public convenience and necessity. If a 
petition for leave to intervene is 
timely filed, or if the Commission on 


its own motion believes that a formal 
hearing is required, further notice of 
such hearing will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein pro¬ 
vided for, unless otherwise advised, it 
will be unnecessary for Applicant to 
appear or be represented at the hear¬ 
ing. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR Doc. 77-35805 Filed 12-14-77; 8:45 am] 
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[Docket No. ER78-83] 

CONNECTICUT LIGHT AND POWER CO. 

Purchase Agreement 

December 9, 1977. 

Take notice that on December 2, 
1977, The Connecticut Light and 
Power Co. (CL&P) tendered for filing 
a proposed Purchase Agreement with 
Respect to Various Gas Turbine Units, 
dated October 26, 1977, between (1) 
CL&P and The Hartford Electric 
Light Co. (HELCO), and (2) Danvers 
Electric Department (DED). 

CL&P states that the Purchase 
Agreement provides for a sale to DED 
of a specified percentage of capacity 
and energy from five gas turbine gen¬ 
erating units (Norwalk Harbor. Devon, 
Enfield, Middletown and Torrington 
Terminal) during the period from No¬ 
vember 1. 1977 to April 30, 1978, to¬ 
gether with related transmission ser¬ 
vice. 

CL&P states that sufficient time was 
not available to the Northeast Utilities 
(NU) companies, upon notice of DED’s 
need for gas turbine capacity, and 
thus delayed execution of the agree¬ 
ment until a date which prevented the 
filing of such rate schedule more than 
30 days prior to the proposed effective 
date. 

CL&P therefore requests that, in 
order to permit DED to receive this 
needed capacity, the Commission, pur¬ 
suant to §35.11 of its regulations, 
waive the 30-day notice period and 
permit the rate schedule filed to 
become effective on November 1. 1977. 

CL&P states that the capacity 
charge for the proposed service was a 
negotiated rate and that the monthly 
transmission charge is equal to one- 
twelfth of the annual average unit 
cost of transmission service on the NU 
system determined in accordance with 
§ 13.9 of the NEPOOL Agreement and 
the uniform rules adopted by the 
NEPOOL Executive Committee, multi¬ 
plied by the number of kilowatts of 
winter capability which DED is enti¬ 
tled to receive, reduced to give due rec¬ 
ognition of the payments made by 
DED for transmission services on in¬ 
tervening systems, and the variable 
maintenance charge was arrived at 
through negotiations. 
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HELCO has filed a certificate of con¬ 
currence in this docket. 

CL&P states that copies of this rate 
schedule have been mailed or deliv¬ 
ered to HELCO. Hartford, Conn, and 
DED, Danvers, Mass. 

Any person desiring to be heard or 
to protest said application should file 
a petition to intervene or protest with 
the Federal Energy Regulatory Com¬ 
mission, 825 North Capitol Street NE., 
Washington, D.C. 20426, in accordance 
with §§1.8 and 1.10 of the Commis¬ 
sion’s rules of practice and procedures 
(18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such petitions 
or protests should be filed on or before 
December 19, 1977. Protests will be 
considered by the Commission in de¬ 
termining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make prot- 
estants parties to the proceedings. Any 
person wishing to become a party 
must file a petition to intervene. 
Copies of this application are on file 
with the Commission and are available 
for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 77-35814 Filed 12-14-77; 8:45 am) 


[ 6740 - 02 ] 

(Docket No. CP74-192) 

FLORIDA GAS TRANSMISSION CO. 

Settlement Conference 

December 9. 1977. 

Take notice that a further settle¬ 
ment conference in the above-refer¬ 
enced proceeding will be held in a 
hearing room at the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission on December 
15. 1977, at 10 a.m. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR Doc. 77-35815 Filed 12-14-77; 8:45 ami 
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(Docket No. ER78-81) 

FLORIDA POWER A LIGHT CO. 

Cancellation 

December 9. 1977. 

Take notice that Florida Power & 
Light Co. (FP&L), on December 1, 
1977, tendered for filing a notice of 
cancellation of the sale-for-resale ser¬ 
vice provided by FP&L to the City of 
Homestead. Fla., under the provisions 
of FP&L's FERC Electric Tariff, 
Original Vol. No. 1. FP&L proposes 
that the service be cancelled effective 
January 2, 1978. 

According to FP&L, the City of 
Homestead does not desire to continue 
receiving sales-for-resale service from 
FP&L because of the placing into ser¬ 
vice of a 138 Kv interconnection be¬ 
tween the City and FP&L in the fall 
of 1977. 


FP&L indicates that notice of this 
proposed cancellation has been served 
upon the Superintendent of Utilities 
of the City of Homestead. 

Any person desiring to be heard or 
to protest said filing should file a peti¬ 
tion to intervene or protest with the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commis¬ 
sion, 825 North Capitol Street NE., 
Washington, D.C. 20426, in accordance 
with §§ 1.8 and 1.10 of the Commis¬ 
sion’s rules of practice and procedure 
(18 CFR 1.8 and 1.10). All such peti¬ 
tions or protests should be filed on or 
before December 19, 1977. Protests 
will be considered by the Commission 
in determining the appropriate action 
to be taken, but will not serve to make 
pro- testahts parties to the proceeding. 
Any person wishing to become a party 
must file a petition to intervene. 
Copies of this filing are on file with 
the Commission and are available for 
public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR Doc. 77-35816 Filed 12-14-77; 8:45 am) 
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(Docket No. RP76-148) 

GAS GATHERING CORP. 

Order Approving Proposed Stipulation and 
Agreement 

December 9, 1977. 

On October 1, 1977, pursuant to the 
provisions of the Department of 
Energy Organization Act (DOE Act), 
Pub. L. 95-91, 91 Stat. 565 (August 4, 
1977), and Executive Order No. 12009, 
42 FR 46267 (September 15, 1977), the 
Federal Power Commission (FPC), 
ceased to exist and its functions and 
regulatory responsibilities were trans¬ 
ferred to the Secretary and the Feder¬ 
al Energy Regulatory Commission 
(FERC), which, as an indpendent com¬ 
mission within the Department of 
Energy, was activated on October 1, 
1977. 

The “savings provisions” of section 
705(b) of the DOE Act provide that 
proceedings pending before the FPC 
on the date the DOE Act takes effect 
shall not be affected and that orders 
shall be issued in such proceedings as 
if the DOE Act had not been enacted. 
All such proceedings shall be contin¬ 
ued and further actions shall be taken 
by the appropriate component of DOE 
now responsible for the function 
under the DOE Act and regulations 
promulgated thereunder. The func¬ 
tions which are the subject of these 
proceedings were specifically trans¬ 
ferred to the FERC by section 
402(a)(1) or (2) of the DOE Act. 

The joint regulation adopted on Oc¬ 
tober 1, 1977, by the Secretary and the 
FERC entitled “Transfer of Proceed¬ 
ings to the Secretary of Energy and 


the FERC,” 10 CFR -: Provided , 

That this proceeding would be contin¬ 
ued before the FERC. The FERC 
takes action in this proceeding in ac¬ 
cordance with the above mentioned 
authorities. 

On May 9, 1977, Gas Gathering 
Corp. (GGC), filed with the FPC for 
consideration and disposition a pro¬ 
posed Stipulation and Agreement 
which, if approved, would resolve all 
issues in the captioned proceeding. For 
the reasons stated below\ the FERC 
finds that the proposed settlement 
agreement is reasonable and should be 
approved. 

This proceeding originated on 
August 19, 1976, when GGC tendered 
for filing proposed tariff sheets seek¬ 
ing a jurisdictional rate increase of 
$340,186 based on the 12 months 
ended June 30, 1976, as adjusted, and 
the establishment of a purchased gas 
cost adjustment provision. By order 
issued September 17, 1976, the FPC ac¬ 
cepted the proposed tariff sheets for 
filing and suspended their effective¬ 
ness for 1 day until September 19. 
1976, and set the matter for hearing. 

Following settlement discussions 
among the applicant, the staff, and 
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp. 
(Transco), the sole intervenor in the 
case. GGC’s proposed Stipulation and 
Agreement was filed. Public notice of 
the filing was issued on July 8, 1977, 
with comments due on or before July 
19. 1977. On July 19, 1977, the staff 
filed a comment in support of the set¬ 
tlement agreement. No other com¬ 
ments were received. 

The proposed agreement is intended 
to resolve all issues in this proceeding. 
The settlement cost of service, at¬ 
tached hereto as appendix A, repre¬ 
sents a $243,586 reduction in the origi¬ 
nally claimed cost of service from 
$991,448 to $747,862. 

The cost of service reflects a reduc¬ 
tion of the rate of return from GGC’s 
requested 15.0 percent to 11.62 per¬ 
cent. The Commission’s review indi¬ 
cates that a rate of return of 11.62 per¬ 
cent is required to generate a dollar 
return adequate to service GGC’s 
debt. As of June 30. 1976, GGC had. 
according to a revised Statement L, a 
capital structure consisting of $265,000 
in 2-year notes, a capital stock value of 
$10,796 and a negative suplus of 
($90,082). Not included in the capital 
structure but outstanding at the time 
were $530,000 in notes payable. The 
cost of service, additionally, reflects a 
$125,641 reduction in GGC’s claimed 
rate base of $559,814 and adjustments 
to the requested income tax allowance. 

The settlement cost of service re¬ 
sults in a 36.827 cents per Mcf charge 
for sales of gas to Transco, GGC’s sole 
customer under GGC’s Rate Schedule 
No. 2. This rate is composed of a gath¬ 
ering charge of 5.7157 cents per Mcf 
and a purchased gas charge of 31.1113 
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cents per Mcf. The rate results in a re¬ 
duction of 9.483 cents per Mcf from 
GGC’s filed rate and an increase of 
6.410 cents per Mcf over its previous 
rate. 

The settlement agreement, also, pro¬ 
vides for the initiation of a purchased 
gas adjustment (PGA), clause which is 
appended to the settlement agree¬ 
ment. On September 30, 1977, GGC 
tendered a revision of the appended 
clause to clarify it. In its September 
30, 1977, filing GGC requested that 
the FPC waive its notice requirements 
so as to permit the revised clause to be 
considered as though filed concurrent¬ 
ly with the settlement agreement on 
May 9, 1977. 

The agreement further provides 
that the settlement rates and the pro¬ 
posed PGA clause should become ef¬ 
fective on September 19. 1976. In its 
May 9, 1977, motion for approval of 
the settlement agreement. GGC re¬ 
quested that in its order approving the 
settlement the FPC accept and permit 
to become effective on September 19, 
1976, the tariff sheets which were ap¬ 
pended to the settlement and which 
set forth the rate and the PGA clause 
upon which the parties agreed. These 
tariff sheets were refiled in their en¬ 
tirety when GGC tendered its Septem¬ 
ber 30, 1977, PGA clause revision. 

Based upon a review of the record in 
this proceeding including the settle¬ 
ment agreement and the pleadings, 
evidence, and comment submitted in 
support thereof, the Commission finds 
that the settlement agreement repre¬ 
sents a reasonable resolution of the 
issues in this proceeding in the public 
interest and that the agreement 
should be approved and adopted as 
hereinafter ordered. The Commission 
shall, accordingly, approve and permit 
to become effective on September 19, 
19.76, the tariff sheets tendered by 
GGC on September 30. 1977. 

The Commission orders. (A) The 
Stipulation and Agreement filed by 
GGC on May 9, 1977, is incorporated 
herein by reference and is approved 
and adopted. 

(B) The tariff sheets filed by GGC 
on September 30, 1977, shall be per¬ 
mitted to become effective on Septem¬ 
ber 19, 1976. 

(C) As soon as practicable, but not 
later than 45 days after the date of 
this order, GGC shall refund all 
amounts collected in excess of the set¬ 
tlement rates, together with interest 
at the rate of 9 percent per annum. 
Within 10 days thereafter GGC shall 
submit a report of the refunds and in¬ 
terest to the Commission. 

(D) This order is without prejucide 
to any findings or orders which have 
been made or which may hereafter be 
made by the Commission, and is with¬ 
out prejucide to any claims or conten¬ 
tions which may be made by the Com¬ 
mission, the staff or any other party 


or person affected by this order in any 
proceeding now pending or hereinafter 
instituted by or against GGC or any 
other person or party. 

(E) The Secretary shall cause 
prompt publication of this order to be 
made in the Federal Register. 

By the Commission. 

Lois D. Cashell, 
Acting Secretary. 

Appendix A 

GAS GATHERING CORP., COMPARATIVE COSTS OP 
SERVICE, DOCKET NO. RP76-148; 12 MONTHS 
ENDED JUNE 30. 1976, AS ADJUSTED 

Settlement 


Cost of 

Particulars Service 

Cost of purchased gas.. $756,795 

Operation and maintenance ex- 130.935 

pe rises. 

Taxes other than Income. 13.468 

Federal and State Income taxes.. 7.682 

Return at 11.62 percent.. 50.450 

Depreciation --- 69.182 

Other Income.......... (280.650) 


Cost of service........... 747.862 


CFR Doc. 77-35813 Filed 12-14-77; 8:45 ami 
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[Docket No. ER78-82) 

HARTFORD ELECTRIC LIGHT CO. 

Purchase Agreement 

December 9, 1977. 

Take notice that on December 2, 
1977, The Hartford Electric Light Co. 
(HELCO), tendered for filing a pro¬ 
posed Purchase Agreement with Re¬ 
spect to Middletown Station (Purchase 
Agreement), dated August 16, 1977, be¬ 
tween HELCO and Green Mountain 
Power Corp. (GMP). 

HELCO states that the Purchase 
Agreement provides for a sale to GMP 
of a specified percentage of capacity 
and energy from four oil-fired steam 
generating units (Middletown Unit 
Nos. 1, 2. 3, and 4). during the period 
from November 1, 1977 to October 31, 
1979, together with related transmis¬ 
sion service. 

HELCO requests that the Commis¬ 
sion w f aive the thirty-day notice period 
and permit the rate schedule filed to 
become effective on November 1, 1977. 

HELCO states that the capacity 
charge rate for the proposed service is 
a rate determined on a cost-of-service 
basis. According to HELCO the 
monthly transmission charge is equal 
to one-twelfth of the annual average 
unit cost of transmission service on 
the Northeast Utilities (NU), system 
determined in accordance with section 
13.9 of the New England Power Pool 
(NEPOOL), Agreement and the uni¬ 
form rules adopted by the NEPOOL 
Executive Committee, multiplied by 
the number of kilowatts of winter ca¬ 
pability which GMP is entitled to re¬ 
ceive. HELCO states that the energy 
charge is based on GMP’s portion of 


the applicable fuel expenses and no 
special cost-of-service studies were 
made to derive this charge. 

HELCO states that the services to be 
provided under the Purchase Agree¬ 
ment are similar to services provided 
by HELCO relating to an agreement 
between HELCO and Westfield Gas 
and Electric Department (Rate Sched¬ 
ule FPC No. 110 and Supplement 1). 

HELCO states that copies of this 
rate schedule have been mailed or de¬ 
livered to GMP. c/o Vermont Electric 
Power Co., Inc., Rutland, Vt. 

Any person desiring to be heard or 
to protest said application should file 
a petition to intervene or protest with 
the Federal Energy Regulatory Com¬ 
mission, 825 North Capitol Street NE.. 
Washington, D.C. 20426, in accordance 
with §§ 1.8 and 1.10 of the Commis¬ 
sion’s rules of practice and procedures 
(18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such petitions 
or protests should be filed on or before 
December 19, 1977. Protests will be 
considered by the Commission in de¬ 
termining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make prot- 
estants parties to the proceedings. Any 
person wishing to become a party 
must file a petition to intervene. 
Copies of this application are on file 
with the Commission and are available 
for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR. Doc. 77-35817 Filed 12-14-77; 8:45 am] 


[ 6740 - 02 ] 

[Docket No. ES78-1U 

INTERSTATE POWER CO. 

Application 

December 9, 1977. 

Take notice that on November 22, 
1977, Interstate Power Co. (applicant) 
filed an application with the Commis¬ 
sion, as amended on December 2, 1977, 
pursuant to section 204 of the Federal 
Power-Act, seeking authority to nego¬ 
tiate and consummate a financing 
based on the offer (which applicant 
states was received without solicita¬ 
tion or negotiation on its part) from E. 
F. Hutton & Co., Inc., to act as appli¬ 
cant’s agent in the private placement 
as soon as possible of 100,000 to 
150,000 shares of spplicant's autho¬ 
rized but unissued preferred stock. $50 
par value per share (total par value $5 
million to $7.5 million) with a delayed 
take-down of March 15, 1978, on the 
following terms: 

Price per share: $50. 

Dividend rate: 8.125 percent. 

Sinking fund: 5 percent per annum begin¬ 
ning March 15. 1983. 

Redemption price: Redeemable at 
$54.0625 per share on or prior to March 15. 
1988; $53 on or prior to March 15. 1993; $52 
on or prior to March 15. 1998; and $51 there¬ 
after. except that no redemptions may be 
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made on or prior to March 15, 1983, through 
a refunding at a cost of money at 8.125 per¬ 
cent or less. 

Agent’s fee: $25,000. 

Applicant states that it is of the 
belief that the offer by E. F. Hutton & 
Co., Inc., is a more favorable price 
than could be obtained through com¬ 
petitive sale or by negotiation with 
other writers; however, applicant is 
precluded from negotiating with 
Hutton & Co., Inc., as to the exact 
number of shares, the therms thereof, 
and the timing of the delayed take¬ 
down without the prior authorization 
of the Commission. Applicant desires 
authorization to be granted by the 
Commission for it to negotiate with E. 
F. Hutton & Co., Inc., as soon as possi¬ 
ble as to the foregoing matters prior to 
any possible adverse change in market 
conditions. 

Applicant is incorporated under the 
laws of the State of Delaware, with its 
principal business office at Dubuque, 
Iowa, and is engaged principally in the 
electric utility business in northern 
and northeastern Iowa, in southern 
Minnesota, and a few small communi¬ 
ties in Illinois. 

Any person desiring to be heard or 
to make any protest with reference to 
said application should on or before 
December 16, 1977, file with the Fed¬ 
eral Energy Regulatory Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 20426, petitions or 
protests in accordance with the re¬ 
quirements of the Commission’s rules 
of practice and procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 
1.10). All protests filed w r ith the Com¬ 
mission will be considered by it in de¬ 
termining the appropriate action to be 
taken but will not serve to make the 
Protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Persons wishing to become parties to 
the proceeding or to participate as a 
party in any hearing therein must file 
petitions to intervene in accordance 
with the Commission’s rules. The ap¬ 
plication is on file and available for 
public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 77-35818 Filed 12-14-77; 8:45 am) 


[ 6740 - 02 ] 

(Docket No. CP78-95) 

MISSISSIPPI RIVER TRANSMISSION CORP. 

Application 

December 9, 1977. 

Take notice that on November 21, 
1977, Mississippi River Transmission 
Corp. (Applicant), P.O. Box 14521, St. 
Louis, Mo. 63178, filed in Docket No. 
CP78-95 an application pursuant to 
section 7(b) of the Natural Gas Act for 
permission and approval to abandon 
its Crossett compressor station, includ¬ 
ing six compressor units and certain 
appurtenant facilities located on Ap¬ 
plicant’s main line No. 1 near Crossett, 
Ark., all as more fully set forth in the 


application on file with the Commis¬ 
sion and open to public inspection. 

The application states that Appli¬ 
cant's pipeline system includes Appli¬ 
cant’s main line system which origi¬ 
nates at Perryville, La., and extends 
through the States of Arkansas and 
Missouri to points of termination in 
Missouri and Illinois within the great¬ 
er St. Louis area in which Applicant's 
principal sales are made. The applica¬ 
tion further states that Applicant re¬ 
ceives gas at Perryville for its main 
line system from United Gas Pipe Line 
Co. and from its own west line which 
extends from Perryville westward into 
northeastern Texas. The west line is 
connected to various sources of supply 
in northeastern Texas and northern 
Louisiana, as well as to Applicant’s 
Unionville storage fields in northern 
Louisiana, it is said. 

Applicant states that prior to 1975, 
all natural gas flowing northward on 
its system toward its principal market 
area passed through Applicant’s com¬ 
pressor station at Perryville, La. Appli¬ 
cant further states that with the fur¬ 
ther development of Applicant’s Un¬ 
ionville storage fields, however the ca¬ 
pacity of Applicant’s west line became 
inadequate to handle projected in¬ 
creases in injection and withdrawal 
quantities into and out of storage. Ap¬ 
plicant indicates that at Docket No. 
CP74-13, it requested, among other 
things, authorization to construct a 63 
mile 24-inch pipeline running in a 
northeasterly direction from the Un¬ 
ionville storage fields to a point of in¬ 
terconnection with Applicant’s main 
line system at Fountain Hill, Ark. 
(Fountain Hill line), and that pursu¬ 
ant to the Federal Pow*er Commission 
(FPC) order of June 12, 1974, appli¬ 
cant was granted such authorization 
in the said docket. 

It is stated that the completion of 
the Fountain Hill line in 1975 provided 
Applicant with a means of delivering 
Unionville storage and west line gas 
into its main line system which by¬ 
passes Perryville, as well as the Cros¬ 
sett compressor station which is on 
main line No. 1 approximately 30 miles 
north of Perryville. It is further stated 
that the Crossett compressor station 
has six compressor units with an ag¬ 
gregate of 3,600 horsepower. Applicant 
states that completion of the Fountain 
Hill line substantially reduced the 
peak period gas volumes required to be 
moved through the portion of the 
main line system between Perryville 
and Fountain Hill, and the Crossett 
station has not been used at all since 
that time. Consequently, Applicant 
has now determined that the Crossett 
compressor station is no longer neces¬ 
sary for the efficient operation of its 
main line system, and. thus. Applicant 
proposes to retire permanently the 
station from service, it is indicated. 

Applicant Indicates that upon re¬ 
ceipt of the authorization requested 


herein, it intends to dismantle the 
Crossett compressor station, and that 
to the extent possible, the compressor 
facilities at the station would be sold. 
Applicant states that any of such fa¬ 
cilities which are not sole, together 
with all other minor appurtenant fa¬ 
cilities which are salvageable, would be 
held as stock for potential future use. 
Applicant estimates that the total % cost 
associated with physically dismantling 
and abandoning the station would be 
approximately $20,000. Applicant in¬ 
tends to retain the land on which the 
station is located to protect operating 
pipeline facilities which, after the 
abandonment, would still be located 
on a portion of such land, it is said. 

Any person desiring to be heard or 
to make any protest with reference to 
said application should on or before 
December 28. 1977, file with the Fed¬ 
eral Energy Regulatory Commission. 
Washington. D.C. 20426, a petition to 
intervene or a protest in accordance 
with the requirements of the Commis¬ 
sion’s rules of practice and procedure 
(18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the regula¬ 
tions under the Natural Gas Act (18 
CFR 157.10). All protests filed with 
the Commission will be considered by 
it in determining the appropriate 
action to be taken but will not serve to 
make the protestants parties to the 
proceeding. Any person wishing to 
become a party to a proceeding or to 
participate as a party in any hearing 
therein must file a petition to inter¬ 
vene in accordance with the Commis¬ 
sion’s rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant 
to the authority contained in and sub¬ 
ject to the jurisdiction conferred upon 
the Federal Energy Regulatory Com¬ 
mission by sections 7 and 15 of the 
Natural Gas Act and the Commission’s 
rules or practice and procedure, a 
hearing will be held without further 
notice before the Commission on this 
application if no petition to intervene 
is filed within the time required 
herein, if the Commission on its ow r n 
review of the matter finds that per¬ 
mission and approval for the proposed 
abandonment are required by the 
public convenience and necessity. If a 
petition for leave to intervene is 
timely filed, or if the Commission on 
its own motion believes that a formal 
hearing is required, further notice of 
such hearing will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein pro¬ 
vided for. unless otherwise advised, it 
will be unnecessary for applicant to 
appear or be represented at the hear¬ 
ing. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary. 

(FR Doc. 77-35819 Filed 12-14-77; 8:45 am) 
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[ 6740 - 02 ] 

[Docket No. CP78-101] 

MONTANA-DAKOTA UTILITIES CO. 

Application 

December 9. 1977. 

Take notice that on November 25, 
1977, Montana-Dakota Utilities Co. 
(Applicant), 400 North Fourth Street, 
Bismarck, N. Dak. 58501, filed in 
Docket No. CP78-101 an application 
pursuant to section 7(c) of the Natural 
Gas Act and § 157.7(b) of the regula¬ 
tions thereunder (18 CFR 157.7(b)) for 
a certificate of public convenience and 
necessity authorizing the construction, 
during the 12-month period beginning 
April 1. 1978. and operation of facili¬ 
ties to enable Applicant to take into its 
certificated main pipeline system nat¬ 
ural gas which would be purchased 
from producers or other similar sellers 
thereof, all as more fully set forth in 
the application on file with the Com¬ 
mission and open to public inspection. 

The stated purpose of this budget- 
type application is to augment Appli¬ 
cant’s ability to act with reasonable 
dispatch in connecting to its pipeline 
system supplies of natural gas which 
may become available from various 
producing areas generally coextensive 
with its pipeline system or the systems 
of other pipeline companies which 
may be authorized to transport gas for 
the account of or exchange with Ap¬ 
plicant. 

Applicant states that the total cost 
of the proposed facilities would not 
exceed $3,125,000 with the cost of any 
single project not to exceed $781,250. 
The proposed project would be fi¬ 
nanced with internally generated 
funds and/or interim short term bank 
loans, it is said. 

Any person desiring to be heard or 
to make any protest with reference to 
said application should on or before 
December 28. 1977, file with the Fed¬ 
eral Energy Regulatory Commission, 
Washington. D.C. 20426, a petition to 
intervene or a protest in accordance 
with the requirements of the Commis¬ 
sion’s rules of practice and procedure 
(18 CFR 1.8 r 1.10) and the regulations 
under the Natural Gas Act (18 CFR 
157.10). All protests filed with the 
Commission will be considered by it in 
determining the appropriate action to 
be taken but will not serve to make 
the protestants parties to the proceed¬ 
ing. Any person wishing to become a 
party to a proceeding or to participate 
as a party in any hearing therein must 
file a petition to intervene in accor¬ 
dance with the Commission’s rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant 
to the authority contained in and sub¬ 
ject to the jurisdiction conferred upon 
the Federal Energy Regulatory Com¬ 
mission by sections 7 and 15 of the 
Natural Gas Act and the Commission’s 


rules of practice and procedure, a 
hearing will be held without further 
notice before the Commission on this 
application if no petition to intervene 
is filed within the time required 
herein, if the Commission on its own 
review of the matter finds that a grant 
of the certificate is required by the 
public convenience and necessity. If a 
petition for leave to intervene is 
timely filed, or if the Commission on 
its own motion believes that a formal 
hearing is required, further notice of 
such hearing will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein pro¬ 
vided for, unless otherwise advised, it 
will be unnecessary for applicant to 
appear or be represented at the hear¬ 
ing. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 77-35820 Filed 12-14-77; 8:45 am] 


[ 6740 - 02 ] 

[Docket No. ER78-791 

NEW ENGLAND POWER CO. 

Proposed Tariff Change 

December 9, 1977. 

Take notice that New England 
Power Co. (“NEP”) on December 1. 

1977, tendered for filing proposed 
changes in its service agreement for 
primary service for resale with the 
Narragansett Electric Co. (Narragan- 
sett) for service under its FERC elec¬ 
tric tariff, original volume No. 1. NEP 
indicates that the proposed changes 
would increase the fixed credits al¬ 
lowed Narragansett on its purchased 
power billing by NEP in the amount of 
$454,500 annually based on the 12 
month period ending December 31, 

1978. 

NEP states that, conjunctively with 
its affiliate Narragansett, it reviews 
annually that part of Narragansett‘s 
system which is used by NEP in pro¬ 
viding all-requirements service to Nar¬ 
ragansett, and upon a substantial 
change in circumstance refiles with 
the Commission the revised genera¬ 
tion and transmission credits. NEP 
states that the instant revision is pri¬ 
marily due to an increased require¬ 
ment in the rate of return caused by 
the maturity of Narragansett’s 3 per¬ 
cent series B bonds. 

According to NEP, copies of the 
filing were served upon Narragansett 
and the Rhode Island Public Utilities 
Commission. 

Any person desiring to be heard or 
to protest said application should file 
a petition to intervene or protest with 
the Federal Energy Regulatory Com¬ 
mission. 825 North Capitol Street NE., 
Washington. D.C. 20426, in accordance 
with §§1.8 and 1.10 of the Commis¬ 
sion's rules of practice and procedure 
(18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such petitions 


or protests should be filed on or before 
December 19. 1977. Protests will be 
considered by the Commission in de¬ 
termining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make prot¬ 
estants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party 
must file a petition to intervene. 
Copies of this application are on file 
with the Commission and are available 
for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

. Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 77-35821 Filed 12-14-77; 8:45 am] 


[ 6740 - 02 ] 

[Docket No. ER78-78] 

NEW ENGLAND POWER CO. 

Proposed Changes in Rates and Charges 

December 9, 1977. 

Take notice that on December 1. 
1977. New England Power Co. (NEP) 
filed revised tariff sheets constituting 
a new rate R-12 for its primary service 
for resale and its contract demand 
(CD) service. NEP states that the R-12 
increase is less than three percent and 
that its revised tariff sheets will result 
in an increase in jurisdictional rev¬ 
enues on the basis of a 1978 test year 
of approximately $14,263,826. NEP 
further states that this increase re¬ 
sults from an increase in revenues of 
$854,166 from CD customers and an 
increase in revenues of $13,409,660 
from the primary customers. 

NEP requests an effective date of 
January 1. 1978. 

Any person desiring to be heard or 
to make any protest with reference to 
this filing should, on or before Decem¬ 
ber 19. 1977, file with the Federal 
energy Regulatory Commission, 825 
North Capitol Street. Washington. 
D.C. 20426, petitions to intervene or 
protests in accordance with the re¬ 
quirements of the Commission’s rules 
of practice and procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 
1.10). All protests will be considered by 
the Commission in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken, but 
will not serve to make protestants par¬ 
ties to the proceeding. Any person 
wishing to become a party must file a 
petition to intervene. Copies of this 
filing are on file with the Commission 
and are available for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary. 

(FR Doc. 77-35822 Filed 12-14-77; 8:45 am] 


[ 6740 - 02 ] 

[Docket No. ER78-73] 

NIAGARA MOHAWK POWER CORP. 
Cancellation 

December 9. 1977. 

Take notice that Niagara Mohawk 
Power Corp. (Niagara), on November 
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29, 1977, tendered for filing a proposed 
change in its FPC electric service 
tariff No. 98. Niagara states that the 
proposed change is the cancellation of 
the transmission agreement between 
Niagara and Consolidated Edison Co. 
of New York, Inc. (Con Ed), for the 
transmission of up to 100 Mw of power 
from Niagara’s transmission connec¬ 
tions with Rochester Gas & Electric 
Corp. and Niagara’s transmission in¬ 
terconnections with Con Ed at the 
Pleasant Valley substation. 

Niagara further states that this 
transmission agreement became effec¬ 
tive on May 31, 1977. Niagara proposes 
an effective date of October 29, 1977, 
and therefore requests waiver of the 
Commission's notice requirements. 

According to Niagara copies of this 
filing were served upon Con Ed and 
the Public Service Commission of the 
State of New York. 

Any person desiring to be heard or 
to protest said application should file 
a petition to intervene or protest with 
the Federal Energy Regulatory Com¬ 
mission, 825 North Capitol Street NE., 
Washington, D.C. 20426. in accordance 
with §§1.8 and 1.10 of the Commis¬ 
sion’s rules of practice and procedure 
(18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such petitions 
or protests should be filed on or before 
December 19, 1977. Protests will be 
considered by the Commission in de¬ 
termining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make Pro¬ 
testants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party 
must file a petition to intervene. 
Copies of this application are on file 
with the Commission and are available 
for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary . 

[FR Doc. 77-35823 Filed 12-14-77; 8:45 am] 


[ 6740 - 02 ] 

[Docket No. CP78-94] 

TENNESSEE GAS PIPELINE CO., A DIVISION OF 
TENNECO INC 

Applicotion 

December 9, 1977. 

Take notice that on November 21, 

1977, Tennessee Gas Pipeline Co., a 
Division of Tenneco Inc. (Applicant), 
P.O. Box 2511, Houston, Tex. 77001, 
filed in Docket No. CP78-94 an appli¬ 
cation pursuant to section 7(c) of the 
Natural Gas Act and § 157.7(b) of the 
regulations thereunder (18 CFR 
157.7(b)) for a certificate of public con¬ 
venience and necessity authorizing the 
construction during the calendar year 

1978, and operation of facilities to 
enable Applicant to take into its certi¬ 
ficated main pipeline system natural 
gas which would be purchased from 
producers or other similar sellers 
thereof, all as more fully set forth in 


the application on file with the Com¬ 
mission and open to public inspection. 

The stated purpose of this budget- 
type application is to augment Appli¬ 
cant’s ability to act with reasonable 
dispatch in connecting to its pipeline 
system supplies of natural gas which 
may become available from various 
producing areas generally coextensive 
with its pipeline system or the system 
of other pipeline companies which 
may be authorized to transport gas for 
the account of or exchange with Ap¬ 
plicant. 

Applicant states that the total cost 
of the proposed facilities would not 
exceed $12,000,000, with the cast of no 
single onshore project to exceed 
$1,500,000 and no single offshore pro¬ 
ject to exceed $2,500,000. Applicant in¬ 
dicates that the cost of the facilities 
proposed to be constructed herein 
would be financed from funds of the 
Company and/or borrowings under 
the Company's revolving credit agree¬ 
ments. 

Any person desiring to be heard or 
to make any protest with reference to 
said application should on or before 
December 28. 1977, file with the Fed¬ 
eral Energy Regulatory Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 20426, a petition to 
intervene or a protest in accordance 
with the requirements of the Commis¬ 
sion’s rules of practice and procedure 
(18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the regula¬ 
tions under the Natural Gas Act (18 
CFR 157.10). All protests filed with 
the Commission will be considered by 
it in determining the appropriate 
action to be taken but will not serve to 
make the protestants parties to the 
proceeding. Any person wishing to 
become a party to a proceeding or to 
participate as a party in any hearing 
therein must file a petition to inter¬ 
vene in accordance with the Commis¬ 
sion’s Rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant 
to the authority contained in and sub¬ 
ject to the jurisdiction conferred upon 
the Federal Energy Regulatory Com¬ 
mission by sections 7 and 15 of the 
Natural Gas Act and the Commission's 
rules of practice and procedure, a 
hearing will be held without further 
notice before the Commission on this 
application if no petition to intervene 
is filed within the time required 
herein, if the Commission on its own 
review of the matter finds that a grant 
of the certificate is required by the 
public convenience and necessity. If a 
petition for leave to intervene is 
timely filed, or if the Commission on 
its own motion believes that a formal 
hearing is required, further notice of 
such hearing will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein pro¬ 
vided for, unless otherwise advised, it 
will be unnecessary for Applicant to 


appear or be represented at the hear¬ 
ing. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 77-35824 Filed 12-14-77; 8:45 am] 


[ 6740 - 02 ] 

[Docket No. CP78-92] 

TEXAS GAS TRANSMISSION CORP. 

Application 

December 9.1977. 

Take notice that on November 16, 
1977, Texas Gas Transmission Corp. 
(Applicant), P.O. Box 1160, Owens¬ 
boro. Ky. 42301, filed in Docket No. 
CP78-92 an application pursuant to 
section 7(c) of the Natural Gas Act for 
a certificate of public convenience and 
necessity authorizing the continuation 
of service to existing direct-sale cus¬ 
tomers within the State of Louisiana, 
all as more fully set forth in the appli¬ 
cation on file with the Commission 
and open to public inspection. 

Applicant states that historically, it 
has treated service to its Louisiana 
direct-sale customers as intrastate, 
and. therefore, not subject to the ju¬ 
risdiction of the Commission. Appli¬ 
cant further states that it has under¬ 
taken a review of its activities in Lou¬ 
isiana which it had heretofore consid¬ 
ered to be transactions in intrastate 
commerce for a determination as to 
whether or not such activities were, at 
this time, subject to the jurisdiction of 
the Commission, and that based upon 
a completion of this review, it has con¬ 
cluded that most of the direct sales to 
its customers within the State of Lou¬ 
isiana have recently, or would in the 
future, become interstate in nature, 
and. therefore, subject to the jurisdic¬ 
tion of the Commission. 

It is indicated that in a majority of 
the cases, service was initiated as a 
condition to the grant to Applicant of 
right-of-way privileges; and that the 
service involved in the vast majority of 
cases is for rice-drying or other agri¬ 
cultural purposes. 

Applicant requests authorization in 
the instant docket to continue to 
render direct-sales service to the fol¬ 
lowing customers located in Louisiana, 
which either are presently, or would in 
the future become subject to the juris¬ 
diction of the Commission. 

1. Twenty customers who are pres¬ 
ently subject to the jurisdiction of the 
Commission. 

2. Fifty-eight customers who would 
become subject to the jurisdiction of 
the Commission upon the completion 
of the construction of the High Island 
Offshore system facilities, as autho¬ 
rized in Docket No. CP75-104. 

3. Four customers who would 
become subject to the jurisdiction of 
the Commission upon the completion 
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of the construction of the Eunice-Blue 
Water line authorized in docket No. 
CP77-362. 

4. Two customers who would become 
subject to the jurisdiction of the Com¬ 
mission upon the completion of con¬ 
struction of the facilities pending 
Commission authorization in Docket 
No. CP77-616. 

5. Twenty-one customers at such 
time, in the future, as the service 
being rendered to them becomes juris¬ 
dictional. 

Applicant states that the direct sales 
involved herein were initiated at var¬ 
ious dates between 1950 and 1971. Ap¬ 
plicant further states that the sales to 
the direct customers are subject to 
curtailment pursuant to the terms of 
Applicant'8 Gas Tariff, Third Revised 
Volume No. 1. Quantity Entitlements 
for these customers have been estab¬ 
lished in the aggregate in such Tariff 
and are 326,715 Mcf for the summer 
season, and 113,937 Mcf for the winter 
season, and are set forth in Fourth Re¬ 
vised Sheet No. 152, it is stated. 

Any person desiring to be heard or 
to make any protest with reference to 
said application should on or before 
December 28. 1977, file with the Fed¬ 
eral Energy Regulatory Commission. 
Washington. D.C. 20426, a petition to 
Intervene or a protest in accordance 
with the requirements of the Commis¬ 
sion’s rules of practice and procedure 
(18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the regula¬ 
tions under the Natural Gas Act (18 
CFR 157.10). All protests filed with 
the Commission will be considered by 
it in determining the appropriate 
action to be taken but will not serve to 
make the protestants parties to the 
proceeding. Any person wishing to 
become a party to a proceeding or to 
participate as a party in any hearing 
therein must file a petiton to inter¬ 
vene in accordance with the Commis¬ 
sion’s rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant 
to the authority contained in and sub¬ 
ject to the jurisdiction conferred upon 
the Federal Energy Regulatory Com¬ 
mission by Sections 7 and 15 of the 
Natural Gas Act and the Commission’s 
rules of practice and procedure, a 
hearing will be held without further 
notice before the Commission on this 
application if no petition to intervene 
if filed within the time required 
herein, if the Commission on its own 
review of the matter finds that a grant 
of the certificate is required by the 
public convenience and necessity. If a 
petition for leave to intervene is 
timely filed, or if the Commission on 
its own motion believes that a formal 
hearing is required, further notice of 
such hearing will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein pro¬ 
vided for, unless otherwise advised, it 
will be unnecessary for Applicant to 


appear or be represented at the hear¬ 
ing. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary . 

(FR Doc. 77-35825 Filed 12-14-77; 8:45 am] 


[ 6740 - 02 ] 

(Docket No. CP78-99] 

WYOMING INTERSTATE NATURAL GAS 
SYSTEM 

Application 

December 9, 1977. 

Take notice that on November 23, 
1977, Wyoming Interstate Natural Gas 
System (Applicant), One Woodward 
Avenue, Detroit. Mich. 48226, filed in 
Docket No. CP78-99 an application 
pursuant to Section 7(c) of the Natu¬ 
ral Gas Act for a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity authorizing 
the construction and operation of 
pipeline and related facilities, and au¬ 
thorizing transportation service for 
Michigan Wisconsin Pipe Line Co. 
(Michigan Wisconsin) and Northwest 
Pipeline Corp. (Northwest), all as 
more fully set forth in the application 
on file with the Commission and open 
to public inspection. 

The application states that Appli¬ 
cant is a general partnership formed 
under the laws of the State of Dela¬ 
ware by American Natural Rocky 
Mountain Co. (Mountain) and Trans- 
Intermountain Gas <fe Energy Re¬ 
sources Co. (Tiger). It is stated that 
Mountain is a subsidiary of Michigan 
Wisconsin, and that Tiger is a subsid¬ 
iary of Northwest. Both corporations 
(Tiger and Mountain) were organized 
and are existing under the laws of the- 
State of Delaware, it is stated. The ap¬ 
plication states that pursuant to the 
provisions of a partnership agreement 
between Mountain and Tiger creating 
Applicant the business of Applicant 
would be managed by a committee 
(the Management Committee) com¬ 
prised of the president and a vice 
president of Mountain and Tiger re¬ 
spectively, or in their absence, their 
designated alternates. 

It is stated that the Wind River 
Basin located in central Wyoming is a 
broad structural depression wherein 
significant gas reserves are being dis¬ 
covered in reservoirs located in the 
Fort Union, Lance, Masaverde and 
Cody formations. It is further stated 
that the Madden Field which is locat¬ 
ed within the basin and which exem¬ 
plifies the potential for subsequent gas 
discoveries had cumulative gas produc¬ 
tion as of January 1, 1977, of approxi¬ 
mately 59,000,000 Mcf, and that as the 
Madden Field becomes further devel¬ 
oped and additional transportation ca¬ 
pacity is provided to handle the in¬ 
creased development, gas production 
from the Madden Field can be expect¬ 
ed to increase dramatically. 


Applicant indicates that Michigan 
Wisconsin has acquired the preferen¬ 
tial rights to future gas production 
from approximately 152,000 net gas 
call acres within the Wind River 
Basin, and that the gas call acres are 
concentrated in several distinct areas, 
one of which is located in Fremont 
county and has been designated as the 
Lysite prospect. It is indicated that 
the Lysite prospect is located immedi¬ 
ately adjacent to and geologically is a 
westward extension of the aforemen¬ 
tioned Madden field, and that to date 
exploratory activity has been concen¬ 
trated in the Lysite prospect where 
Michigan Wisconsin has over 20,000 
net call acres and where the Long 
Butte No. 1 Well has been drilled to a 
depth of 16,646 feet and completed in 
the Mesaverde formation. The comple¬ 
tion of the Long Butte No. 1 Well indi¬ 
cated an open flow potential of 39,000 
Mcf per day which can be expected to 
deliver in excess of 10,000 Mcf of natu¬ 
ral gas per day when placed on pro¬ 
duction. it is said. It is indicated that 
two additional development wells are 
presently being drilled and a third 
drilling rig would be committed during 
1978 to accelerate development of this 
prospect, and that by the use of three 
rigs and in view of the depth to be 
drilled for the proposed wells, further 
development is contemplated at an ap¬ 
proximate rate of six wells per year, 
with the total estimated proven and 
potential natural gas reserves underly¬ 
ing the Lysite prospect projected to be 
approximately 1.1 Tcf. 

The application indicates that an¬ 
other major prospect area which is 
also located in Fremont county has 
been designated as the Boysen pros¬ 
pect, and that within the Boysen pros¬ 
pect, the Tribal No. 1-19 Well has 
been drilled to a depth of 13,500 feet 
and flow rates from the Fort Union 
and Lance formations have tested in 
the range of 6,000 to 8,000 Mcf per 
day. Confirmation wells would be 
drilled during the fourth quarter of 
1977 and a full development program 
is anticipated during 1978, it is said. 

It is also stated that south of the 
Wind River Basin, but adjacent to the 
pipeline route proposed herein, Michi¬ 
gan Wisconsin has acquired over 
55,000 net gas call acres in the Lost 
Creek and Red Desert areas of the 
Green River Basin, and an initial well 
has been drilled. It is further stated 
that favorable log characteristics indi¬ 
cate that the Mesaverde and sand 
members of the Lewis shale sections of 
this well are potentially gas produc¬ 
tive. 

It is stated that Northwest does not 
currently have proven gas reserves in 
the Wind River Basin, but does hold 
approximately 11,000 net acres of po¬ 
tentially productive land. Exploratory 
drilling on the acreage is expected to 
begin in 1978, and Northwest’s ex- 
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ploratory efforts are expected to con¬ 
tinue throughout the area, it is said. 

Applicant states that to effectuate 
receipt of the new gas reserves which 
would be developed in the Wind River 
Basin, Michigan Wisconsin and North¬ 
west have concluded that the most 
economic and efficient means of 
taking delivery of such reserves can be 
accomplished by constructing a jointly 
owned pipeline system connecting the 
Wind River Basin and Northwest’s ex¬ 
isting transmission facilities located in 
Lincoln County, Wyo. Consequently. 
Michigan Wisconsin and Northwest 
caused Applicant to be formed to ac¬ 
complish the construction and subse¬ 
quent operation of the jointly owned 
pipeline system, and each has entered 
into agreements with Applicant pro¬ 
viding for the receipt and transporta¬ 
tion of their gas supplies from the 
Wind River Basin and other areas lo¬ 
cated proximate to the route of the 
pipeline facilities proposed to be con¬ 
structed herein. The agreements also 
provide for ultimate redelivery of such 
gas to Northwest’s existing transmis¬ 
sion system, it is indicated. It is fur¬ 
ther indicated that pursuant to a 
transportation agreement dated Sep¬ 
tember 23. 1977, between Michigan 
Wisconsin and Northwest, Northwest 
would transport gas for Michigan Wis¬ 
consin’s account from the point of in¬ 
terconnection between its existing 
transmission system in Lincoln 
County, Wyo., and the proposed pipe¬ 
line system of Applicant to its Ignacio 
Plant located in La Plata County, 
Colo. It is stated that at the Ignacio 
Plant, Northwest would make redeli¬ 
veries of equivalent volumes to El Paso 
Natural Gas Co. (El Paso) for Michi¬ 
gan Wisconsin’s account, and that pur¬ 
suant to a gas exchange agreement 
dated October 6, 1977, between Michi¬ 
gan Wisconsin and El Paso. El Paso 
would exchange the gas supplies deliv¬ 
ered by Northwest for Michigan Wis¬ 
consin’s account for equivalent vol¬ 
umes which El Paso has available 
from the High Island Area of offshore 
Texas and in Roger Mills County, 
Okla. It is further stated that El Paso 
would make deliveries of exchange gas 
to Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of Amer¬ 
ica (Natural) for Michigan Wisconsin’s 
account at a point of interconnection 
to be established between the pipeline 
systems of El Paso and Natural locat¬ 
ed in Lea County, N. Mex. Applicant 
states that to effectuate redelivery of 
the gas delivered by El Paso to Natu¬ 
ral for Michigan Wisconsin’s account, 
Michigan Wisconsin and Natural have 
entered into a transportation service 
agreement dated October- 5, 1977, 
which provides for the transportation 
of Michigan Wisconsin’s gas supplies 
from the Lea county delivery point by 
El Paso to various existing points of 
interconnection between the pipeline 
systems of Michigan Wisconsin and 


Natural located in Wheeler and Hans¬ 
ford Counties, Tex. Deliveries made by 
both Northwest and El Paso for Michi¬ 
gan Wisconsin’s account would be ac¬ 
complished by displacement which 
would reduce the actual volumes nor¬ 
mally being transported through af¬ 
fected portions of Northwest’s and El 
Paso’s existing transmission systems, 
it is asserted. 

Applicant proposes also to construct 
a jointly owned pipeline system which 
would be comprised of 215 miles of 20- 
inch o.d. pipeline extending in a gener¬ 
ally southwesterly direction from the 
Lysite area in Fremont County, Wyo., 
to the proposed point of interconnec¬ 
tion with Northwest’s existing trans¬ 
mission system in Lincoln County, 
Wyo. Applicant states that associated 
with the pipeline would be a pair of 
metering stations located at opposite 
ends of the pipeline which would be 
utilized to measure the gas supplies 
delivered, and redelivered by Appli¬ 
cant. Applicant indicates that its fa¬ 
cilities would have an initial daily ca¬ 
pacity of 118,200 Mcf. 

It is stated that pursuant to the 
partnership agreement. Applicant 
would make available to Michigan 
Wisconsin and Northwest, on a 75 per¬ 
cent and 25 percent basis respectively, 
the capacity of Applicant’s pipeline 
system, and that in implementation of 
this provision. Applicant has entered 
into ageements with Michigan Wiscon¬ 
sin and Northwest (the transportation 
agreements) pursuant to which Appli¬ 
cant would receive and transport 
through its proposed facilities gas ten¬ 
dered for such transportation up to 
the contract demand, which initially is 
88.650 Mcf per day for Michigan Wis¬ 
consin and 29,550 Mcf per day for 
Northwest. It is indicated that the 
total estimated cost of the proposed 
facilities would be $57,417,210, which 
cost would be financed initially with 
$17,000,000 in equity contributed in 
equal shares by Mountain and Tiger, 
and the remainder with short-term 
bank loans. 

Applicant indicates that pursuant to 
the transportation agreements with 
Michigan Wisconsin and Northwest, it 
would charge a rate which would con¬ 
sist of (a) a monthly demand charge of 
$5.34 per Mcf of contract demand and 
(b) a commodity charge of 18.77 cents 
for each Mcf transported. 

Any person desiring to be heard or 
to make any protest with reference to 
said application should on or before 
December 30, 1977, file with the Fed¬ 
eral Energy Regulatory Commission, 
Washington. D.C. 20426, a petition to 
intervene or a protest in accordance 
with the requirements of the Commis¬ 
sion’s rules of practice and procedure 
(18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the regula¬ 
tions under the Natural Gas Act (18 
CFR 157.10). All protests filed with 
the Commission will be considered by 


it in determining the appropriate 
action to be taken but will not serve to 
make the protestants parties to the 
proceeding. Any person wishing to 
become a party to a proceeding or to 
participate as a party in any hearing 
therein must file a petition to inter¬ 
vene in accordance with the Commis¬ 
sion’s rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant 
to the authority contained in and sub¬ 
ject to the jurisdiction conferred upon 
the Federal Energy Regulatory Com¬ 
mission by sections 7 and 15 of the 
Natural Gas Act and the Commission’s 
rules of practice and procedure, a 
hearing will be held without further 
notice before the Commission on this 
application if no petition to intervene 
is filed within the time required 
herein, if the Commission on its own 
review of the matter finds that a grant 
of the certificate is required by the 
public convenience and necessity. If a 
petition for leave to intervene is 
timely filed, or if the Commission on 
its own motion believes that a formal 
hearing is required, further notice of 
such hearing will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein pro¬ 
vided for, unless otherwise advised, it 
will be unnecessary for Applicant to 
appear or be represented at the hear¬ 
ing. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 77-35826 Filed 12-14-77; 8:45 am] 


[ 6740 - 02 ] 

Federal Energy Regulatory Commission 
(Docket No. RI75-66] 
PRODUCTION OPERATORS, INC. 

Order Providing for Hearing on and Suspen¬ 
sion of Proposed Change in Rate, and Al¬ 
lowing Rate Change to Become Effective 
Subject to Refund 

December 7, 1977. 

On October 1. 1977, pursuant to the 
provisions of the Department of 
Energy Organization Act (DOE Act). 
Pub. L. 95-91, 91 Stat. 565 (August 4, 
1977), and Executive Order No. 12009, 
42 FR 46267 (September 15. 1977), the 
Federal Power Commission ceased to 
exist and its functions and regulatory 
responsibilities w r ere transferred to the 
Secretary and the Federal Ener gy 
Regulatory Commission (FERC). 
which, as an independent commission 
within the Department of Energy, was 
activated on October 1. 1977. 

The “savings provisions” of section 
705(b) of the DOE Act provide that 
proceedings pending before the FPC 
on the date the DOE Act takes effect 
shall not be affected and that orders 
shall be issued in such proceedings as 
if the DOE Act had not been enacted. 
All such proceedings shall be contin- 
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ued and further actions shall be taken 
by the appropriate component of DOE 
now responsible for the function 
under the DOE Act and regulations 
promulgated thereunder. The func¬ 
tions which are the subject of these 
proceedings were specifically trans¬ 
ferred to the FERC by section 
402(a)(1) of the DOE Act. 

The joint regulation adopted on Oc¬ 
tober 1. 1977, by the Secretary and the 
FERC entitled “Transfer of Proceed¬ 
ings to the Secretary of Energy and 

the FERC,” 10 CFR -, provided 

that this proceeding would be contin¬ 
ued before the FERC. The FERC 
takes action in this proceeding in ac¬ 
cordance with the above mentioned 
authorities. 

Respondent has filed a proposed 
change in rate and charge for the ju¬ 
risdictional sale of natural gas, as set 
forth in appendix A hereof. 


The proposed changed rate and 
charge may be unjust, unreasonable, 
unduly discriminatory, or preferential, 
or otherwise unlawful. 

The Commission finds: It is in the 
public interest and consistent with the 
Natural Gas Act that the Commission 
enter upon a hearing regarding the 
lawfulness of the proposed change, 
and that the supplement herein be 
suspended and its use be deferred as 
ordered below. 

The Commission orders: (A) Under 
the Natural Gas Act. particularly sec¬ 
tions 4 and 15, the regulations pertain¬ 
ing thereto [18 CFR, Chapter I], and 
the Commission’s rules of practice and 
procedure, a public hearing shall be 
held concerning the unlawfulness of 
the proposed change. 

(B) Pending hearing and decision 
thereon, the rate supplement herein is 
suspended and its use deferred until 


date shown in the “Date Suspended 
Until” column. This supplement shall 
become effective, subject to refund, as 
of the expiration of the suspension 
period without any further action by 
the Respondent or by the Commission, 
Respondent shall comply with the re¬ 
funding procedure required by the 
Natural Gas Act and section 154.102 of 
the regulations thereunder. 

(C) Unless otherwise ordered by the 
Compaission, neither the suspended 
supplement, nor the rate schedule 
sought to be altered shall be changed 
until disposition of this proceeding or 
expiration of the suspension period, 
whichever is earlier. 


By the Commission. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 
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Production Operators, 1 
Inc. 


1 


3 Mississippi River Trans- $ 

mission Corporation 
(Woodlawn Fid., Harrison 
& Marion Cos., Texas RR 
Oist. No. 6 ) 

4 57,270 


11-7-77 12-8-77 Accepted 

y 


11-7-77 


12-8-77 9.5 

yy 


H-35 RI75-66 

y 


•/ Unless otherwise stated, the pressure base is 14.65 psia. 

1/ Accepted as of the date set forth in the “Effective Date Unless Suspar.iaa" column. 

2/ Reflects field compression charge only. In addition , Applicant receives $2,500 per month for each month Production operates 
Central Station Compressor of MRT & 2.0* per Act for gas compressed by Production's compression equipment in Central Statiai 

3/ Effective subject to refund in Docket No. RI75-66. 

4/ Estimated rate based on volumes of l,050,00u Mcf ($11,460 per month for 7b,000 Mcf » 15.28* per Mcf for annual volumes of 
900,000 Mcf 6 13.0* for remaining 150,000 Mcf.) As volumes drop rate will increase. 


The proposed rate increase is sus¬ 
pended for one day from December 8, 
1977, subject to the existing suspen¬ 
sion proceeding in Docket No. RI75-66 
pending determination of the justness 
and reasonableness of the proposed 
rate. Production’s prior increase from 
4.0* to 9.5* per Mcf was also suspend¬ 
ed for one day by Commission order 
issued November 14, 1974, in Docket 
No. RI75-66. That order required Pro¬ 
duction to submit certain specified 
cost data in support of its proposed 
rate within 45 days of the issuance of 
such order. Production submitted on 
November 25, 1974, incomplete cost 
data but was not required subsequent¬ 
ly to file additional data pending 
action on its petition for disclaimer of 
Commission jurisdiction over the sub¬ 
ject service in Docket No. CI70-1014. 
If Production’s petition for disclaimer 
in Docket No. CI70-1014 is denied. 
Production shall file within 45 days of 


such denial the same type of cost data 
specified in the November 14, 1974 
order to support its current proposed 
increase. 

CFR Doc. 77-35662 Filed 12-14-77; 8:45 am) 


[ 6740 - 02 ] 

[Docket No. RI77-541 

TEXAS OIL AND CAS CORP., ET AL 
Order Granting Special Relief 

December 6. 1977. 

On October 1, 1977, pursuant to the 
provisions of the Department of 
Energy Organization Act (DOE Act), 
Pub. L. 95-91, 91 Stat. 565 (August 4, 
1977), and Executive Order No. 12009, 
42 FR 46267 (September 15, 1977), the 
Federal Power Commission ceased to 
exist and its functions and regulatory 
responsibilities were transferred to the 


Secretary and the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission (FERC), 
which, as an independent commission 
within the Department of Energy, was 
activated on October 1, 1977. 

The “savings provisions” of section 
705(b) of the DOE Act provide that 
proceedings pending before the FPC 
on the date the DOE Act takes effect 
shall not be affected and that orders 
shall be issued in such proceedings as 
if the DOE Act had not been enacted. 
All such proceedings shall be contin¬ 
ued and further actions shall be taken 
by the appropriate component of DOE 
now responsible for the functions 
under the DOE Act and regulations 
promulgated thereunder. The func¬ 
tions which are the subject of these 
proceedings were specifically trans¬ 
ferred to the FERC by section 
402(a)(1) of the DOE Act. 

The joint regulation adopted on Oc¬ 
tober 1, 1977, by the Secretary and the 
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FERC entitled “Transfer of Proceed¬ 
ings to the Secretary of Energy and 

the FERC." 10 CFR -, provided 

that this proceeding would be contin¬ 
ued before the FERC. The FERC 
takes action hi this proceeding in ac¬ 
cordance with the above mentioned 
authorities. 

On April 4, 1977, Texas Oil & Gas, 
Corp.. et al. (TXO), filed a petition for 
special relief in Docket No. RI77-54 
pursuant to section 2.76 of the Com¬ 
mission's General Policy and Interpre¬ 
tations. TXO requested a total rate of 
78.125 cents per Mcf at 14.65 psia for 
the sale of 100% of the natural gas 
produced from the Dondelinger “A" 
No. 1 Well, Beaver County. Okla.. to 
Michigan Wisconsin Pipe Line Co. 
(Michigan Wisconsin). On August 4, 
1977, TXO amended its filing to re¬ 
flect a lower requested rate of 77 cents 
per Mcf at 14.65 psia. TXO owns a 
50% interest in the production, but is 
filing on behalf of all interest owners. 

TXO acquired its interest in the 
property by assignment from Apache 
Oil Corp. in 1968, and is currently 
making this sale, certificated in 
Docket No. CI69-1107, at a total rate 
of 19.79 cents per Mcf pursuant to a 
June 4. 1959 contract on file with the 
Commission as TXO's FERC Gas Rate 
Schedule No. 55. On September 1. 
1976, the contract was amended to 
provide for a total rate of 78.125 cents 
per Mcf. 

TXO proposes to install compression 
facilities at a cost of $44,400. Installa¬ 
tion of these facilities will enable it to 
produce an estimated 160,304 Mcf of 
remaining reserves over the next 2.166 
years. TXO states that production will 
cease if the compression facilities are 
not installed. 

Both the original petition and the 
amended petition have been noticed in 
the Federal Register. No petitions to 
intervene have been filed. 

Based on data file d b y TXO Staff 
has determined that TXO’s remaining 
net book investment of $36,487, its 
new investment of $44,400, and its esti¬ 
mated total production expenses are 
reasonable. Staff used these costs and 
the net working interest reserves of 


117,371 Mcf remaining after deducting 
an allowance for compressor fuel in a 
traditional cost study wherein the 
modified Btu method was utilized to 
allocate costs between gas and liquids. 
The results of this study indicate that 
a total rate of 77 cents per Mcf is re¬ 
quired to allow TXO to recoup all 
costs associated with this project in¬ 
cluding a 15% rate of return. 1 * TXO 
did not request an allowance for in¬ 
creased income tax liability resulting 
from the Tax Reform Act of 1975 and 
Staff did not include an allowance 
therefor. 

After reviewing the costs to be in¬ 
curred and the reserves to be recov¬ 
ered, we conclude that TXO's petition 
for special relief should be granted. 

The Commission finds: The petition 
for special relief filed by TXO meets 
the criteria set forth in section 2.76 of 
the Commission’s General Policy and 
Interpretations. 

The Commission orders: (A) The pe¬ 
tition for special relief filed by TXO is 
hereby granted. 

(B) TXO is authorized to collect a 
total rate of 77 cents per Mcf at 14.65 
psia for the sale of natural gas from 
its Dondelinger “A" No. 1 Well to 
Michigan Wisconsin effective as of the 
date of issuance of this order or the 
date of completion of the proposed 
work, whichever is later, provided that 
TXO within 30 days of said effective 
date files a statement signed by Michi¬ 
gan Wisconsin that the proposed work 
has been completed to Michigan Wis¬ 
consin’s satisfaction. 

(C) Within 30 days hereof TXO 
shall file a notice of rate change to the 
level authorized in Ordering Para¬ 
graph (B) above. 

(D) The September 1. 1976, contract 
amendment is hereby accepted for 
filing as Supplement No. 9 to TXO’s 
FERC Gas Rate Schedule No. 55 effec¬ 
tive as of the date of this order. 

By the Commission. 

• Lois D. Cashell, 
Acting Secretary. 


1 See appendix A attached hereto. 


Texas Oil and Gas Corporation, et al.. 
Docket No. R177-54, Dondelinger A No. 1 
Well. Beaver County, Okla. 

UNIT COST OP GAS 

Line No., Item (a), and Amount (6) 

1. —Net Working Interest: 

2. —Gas, Mcf at 14.65 ‘—117,371. 

3. —Liquids—Bbls.*—424. 

A.—Cost of Production: 

5. —Return ■—$19,006. 

6. -DD&A *—38,361. 

7. —Production Expense *—28,624. 

8. —Subtotal—85,991. 

9 —Allocated to Gas *-83,927. 

10. —Regulatory Expense ’—117. 

11. —Total Cost of Production—84,044. 

12. — Unit Cost of Gas it/Mcf): 

13. —Cost *—71.6. 

14. —Production Tax *—5.4. 

15. —Total Unit Cost of Gas—77.0. 


• 160.304 minus 10,920 times .7857. 

*540 times .7857. 

•Line 9 of Sheet 3 times .15 times 2.166 
years of productive life. 

•Line 6 of Sheet 2. 

‘Based on estimated base year of $8,662 
escalated 5% for 5 years plus 13,400 for com¬ 
pressor maintenance. 

•Line 12 of Sheet 2 times Line 8. 

’Line 2 times .It per Mcf. 

•Line 11 divided by Line 2. 

•7 percent times Line 15. 

Texas Oil and Gas Corporation, et al.. 
Docket No. RI77-54, Dondelinger A No. 1 
Well, Beaver County. Okla. 

investment and allocation op costs 
Line No.. Item ( a). and Amount (6) 
Investment: 

2. —Remaining Net Book Value—$36,487 

3. —Compressor Installation—44,400 

4. —Total Investment—$80,887 

5. —Less Salvage*—42.526 

6. —Depreciable Investment—$38,361 

7. —Depreciation Per Unit of Production*— 
32.68354 

S.—Allocation of Costs:* 

9. —Gas—MMBtu*—140,845 

10. -Liquids-MMBtu *-3,465 

11. —Total MMBtu—144,310 

12. —Percentage Allocated to Gas*—97.6% 


‘From filing. 

■Line 6 divided by 117,371. 

■Modified Btu Method per Opinion No. 
749. 

* 117,371 times 1.2 MMBtu. 

*424 Bbls. times 5.448 MMBtu per barrel 
times 1.5 modifier. 

•Line 9 divided by Line 11. 


Texas Oil and Oas Corporation, et at, Docket No. RI77-54. Dondelinger A No. 1 Well. Beaver County. Okla. 
. Average Annual Investment and Rate Base 


(a) 


Annual N.W.l. Beginning of Year 
Production (Mcf) Investment 


Depreciation 1 


(b) 


(c) 


(d) 


End of Year 
Investment 

(e) 


Average Average 

Investment for Applicable Year investment* 

Pull Year* 

(f) (g> <h) 


1. 1977_ 48.471 80.887 

2. 1978.. 62.337 85.045 

J. 1979___........ 18.563 47.939 


$15,842 85.045 72.968 

17.106 47.939 56.492 

5,413 42.528 45.233 


1/2 

1 

2/3 


$36,483 

56.492 

30.156 


4. Totals.. 117,371 38.361 

5. Average Annual Investment* ~........™.™...... 

6 . Annual Rat * Base: , 

7. Average Annual Investment-.™...—-- 


123,130 

56.829 

56.829 
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Texas Oil and Gas Corporation, el m al. Docket No. RI77-54. Dondellnger A No. 1 Well, Beaver County, Okla;-Contlnued 
. Average Annual Investment and Elate Base 


Annual N.W.I. Beginning of Year 
Production (Mcf) Investment 


<t» 


(c) 


Depreciation* 

(d) 


End of Year 
Investment 

<e) 


Average 
Investment for 
Pull Year* 

<r> 


Applicable Year 
(g) 


Average 

Investment 1 

(h) 


8 . 

9 . 


Average Annual Working Capital Allowance*... 

Total Annual Rate Base... . .. 


1,651 


58.480 


• Column <b> times Line 7 of Sheet 2. • Column (h). Line 4 divided by 2.166 years of productive life. 

•Column (c) plus Column <e> divided by 2. * .125 times Line 7 of Sheet 1 divided by 2.1666 years of productive life. 

• Column (f) times Column g. 

[FR Doc. 77-35661 Filed 12-14-77; 8:45 am] 


[ 6712 - 01 ] 

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[Docket Nos. 21500-21501; File Nos. 287-A- 
RL-87 and 224-A-L-97] 

BIGHORN AIRWAYS, INC AND FALCON 
FLIGHT, INC 

Designating Applications for Consolidated 
Hearing on Statod Issues 

Adopted; December 5,1977. 

Released: December 9,1977. 

In re applications of Bighorn Air¬ 
ways, Inc., Sheridan, Wyo., Docket No. 
21500, File No. 287-A-RL-87; Falcon 
Flight. Inc., Sheridan, Wyo., Docket 
No. 21501, File No. 224-A-L-97; for an 
Aeronautical Advisory Station to serve 
the Sheridan County Airport, Sheri¬ 
dan, Wyo. 

1. Bighorn Airways, Inc. (hereinafter 
called Bighorn) has timely filed an ap¬ 
plication for renewal of aeronautical 
advisory station KXF-7 to serve the 
Sheridan County Airport at Sheridan, 
Wyo., and Falcon Flight, Inc. (herein¬ 
after called Falcon) has filed a new ap¬ 
plication for authority to operate an 
aeronautical advisory station at the 
same airport. Since $ 87.251(a) of the 
Commission's rules provides that only 
one aeronautical advisory station may 
be authorized at a landing area, the 
above-captioned applications are mu¬ 
tually exclusive. Accordingly, it is nec¬ 
essary to designate the applications 
for comparative hearing in order to de¬ 
termine which, if any, should be grant¬ 
ed. Except for the issues specified 
herein, each applicant is otherwise 
qualified. 

2. Falcon alleged that the present li¬ 
censee (Bighorn) may have violated 
§ 87.257(b) of the rules by not provid¬ 
ing impartial information to aircraft 
concerning available ground services. 

3. In view of the foregoing: It is or¬ 
dered, That pursuant to the provisions 
of section 309(e) of the Communica¬ 
tions Act of 1934, as amended, and 
§0.331 of the Commission's rules, the 
above-captioned applications are 
hereby designated for hearing in a 
consolidated proceeding at a time and 
place to be specified in a subsequent 
Order on the following comparative 
issues: 

(a) To determine which applicant 
would provide the public with better 


aeronautical advisory service based on 
the following considerations: 

(1) Location of the fixed-base oper¬ 
ation and proposed radio station in re¬ 
lation to the landing area and traffic 
patterns; 

(2) Hours of operation; 

(3) P ersonnel available to provide 
advisory service; 

(4) Experience of applicant and em¬ 
ployees in aviation and aviation com¬ 
munications; 

(5) Ability to provide information 
pertaining to primary and secondary 
communications as specified in 
§ 87.257 of the Commission's rules. 

(6) Proposed radio system including 
control and dispatch points; and 

(7) The availability of the radio fa¬ 
cilities to other fixed-base operators. 

(b) To determine whether Bighorn 
has operated aeronautical advisory 
station KXF-7 in violation of 
§87.257(b) by not providing impartial 
information concerning available 
ground services; and 

(c) To determine in light of the evi¬ 
dence adduced on the foregoing issues 
which of the applications should be 
granted. 

4. It is further ordered. That the 
burden of proceeding with the intro¬ 
duction of evidence on issue (b) is on 
Falcon and the burden of proof on 
issue (b) is on Bighorn; and on all 
other Issues, the burdens are on each 
applicant with respect to its applica¬ 
tion, except issue (c) which is conclu- 
sory. 

5. It is further ordered. That to avail 
themselves of an opportunity to be 
heard, Bighorn and Falcon, pursuant 
to } 1.221(c) of the Commission's rules, 
in person or by attorney, shall within 
20 days of the mailing of this Order, 
file with the Commission, in triplicate, 
a written appearance stating an inten¬ 
tion to appear on the date set for 
hearing and present evidence on the 
issues specified in this Order. Failure 
to file a written appearance within the 
time specified may result in dismissal 
of the application with prejudice. 

For the Federal Communications 
Commission. 

Charles A. Higginbotham, 

Chief, Safety and Special 
Radio Services Bureau. 

[FR Doc. 77-35784 Filed 12-14-77; 8:45 am] 


[ 6714 - 01 ] 

FEDERAL DEPOSIT INSURANCE 
CORPORATION 

ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON STATE AND 
FEDERAL REGULATION OF BANKS 
Notice of Establishment 

In accordance with the provisions of 
the Federal Advisory Committee Act 
(5 U.S.C. App. I) and appropriate 
Office of Management and Budget cir¬ 
culars, and after consultation with 
OMB, the Board of Directors of the 
Federal Deposit Insurance Corpora¬ 
tion has determined that the estab¬ 
lishment of the Advisory Committee 
on State and Federal Regulation of 
Banks is in the public interest in con¬ 
nection with the performance of 
duties imposed on the FDIC by law. 

The Committee is to advise the di¬ 
rector of a major study of State and 
Federal regulation of commercial 
banks, recently undertaken by the 
FDIC. Nine nominees to the Commit¬ 
tee have been chosen so as to be 
broadly representative of groups 
which are impacted by banking and 
the regulation of banks. 

The Committee will function solely 
as an advisory body, and in compliance 
with the provisions of the Federal Ad¬ 
visory Committee Act. Its charter will 
be filed pursuant to the requirements 
of the Act, 15 days from the date of 
publication of this notice. 

Interested persons are invited to 
submit their comments regarding the 
establishment of the Advisory Com¬ 
mittee on State and Federal Regula¬ 
tion of Banks. Such comments, as well 
as inquiries, may be directed to Dr. 
Leonard Lapidus, Special Assistant to 
the Chairman, Federal Deposit Insur¬ 
ance Corporation. 550 17th Street 
NW.. Washington, D.C. 20429, 202- 
389-4213. 

Dated: December 9, 1977. 

For the Federal Deposit Insurance 
Corporation. 

Edwin C. Houldsworth, 
Advisory Committee 
Management, Officer. 

(FR Doc. 77-35748 Filed 12-14-77; 8:45 am] 

[ 1610 - 01 ] 

GENERAL ACCOUNTING OFFICE 

REGULATORY REPORTS REVIEW 
Receipt of Report Proposal 

The following request for clearance 
of a report intended for use in collect- 
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ing information from the public was 
received by the Regulatory Reports 
Review Staff. GAO, on December 7, 

1977. See 44 U.S.C. 3512 (c) and (d). 
The purpose of publishing this notice 
in the Federal Register is to inform 
the public of such receipt. 

The notice includes the title of the 
request received; the name of the 
agency sponsoring the proposed collec¬ 
tion of information; the agency form 
number, if applicable; and the fre¬ 
quency with which the information is 
proposed to be collected. 

Written comments on the proposed 
CPSC request are invited from all in¬ 
terested persons, organizations, public 
interest groups, and affected business¬ 
es. Because of the limited amount of 
time GAO has to review the proposed 
request, comments (in triplicate) must 
be received on or before January 3. 

1978, and should be addressed to Mr. 
John M. Lovelady, Assistant Director. 
Regulatory Reports Review, U.S. Gen¬ 
eral Accounting Office, room 5106, 441 
G Street. NW.. Washington. D.C. 
20548. 

Further information may be ob¬ 
tained from Patsy J. Stuart of the 
Regulatory Reports Review Staff, 202- 
275-3532. 

Consumer Product Safety 
Commission 

The CPSC requests clearance of a 
new reporting requirement which 
would require manufacturers, import¬ 
ers. and marketers of seif-pressurized 
consumer products that contain a 
chlorofluorocarbon propellant to 
submit to the Commission data con¬ 
cerning ail such products that they 
import or ship after February 19, 1978. 
The data consist of identifications of 
such features such as package size, 
package or label design, and produc¬ 
tion codes. The data would have to be 
submitted so that it is received by the 
Commission by March 22, 1978, by 30 
days after such importation or ship¬ 
ment. The Commission would also be 
notified of any change in information 
that had been previously submitted or 
if shipment of the product or size is 
stopped. The reporting requirement is 
intended to provide data which the 
CPSC requires in order to monitor 
compliance with its requirement'that 
such products bear a label warning 
that they contain a chlorofluorocar¬ 
bon that may harm the public health 
and environment by reducing ozone in 
the upper atmosphere. The labeling 
and reporting requirements are set 
forth in 16 CFR Part 1401, which was 
issued by the Commission on August 
24. 1977 (42 FR 42780). CPSC esti¬ 
mates potential respondents include 
approximately 400 manufacturers, im¬ 
porters, and marketers of these prod¬ 
ucts. The Commission estimates that 
the reporting burden will require 
about one-half hour per product. 


NOTICES 

During the first year that the require¬ 
ment is effective, the reporting burden 
for all respondents inclusive will be ap¬ 
proximately 8,000 hours. After that 
time, however, an Environmental Pro¬ 
tection Agency ban on such products 
that are deemed to be nonessential 
will go into effect, and the reporting 
burden is expected by CPSC to de¬ 
crease to an average of 240 hours for 
subsequent years. 

The CPSC has promulgated a rule, 
under 15 U.S.C. 2076(e), which was 
signed on August 19. 1977. Although 
the rule specified that the reporting 
requirement contained in the rule be¬ 
comes effective February 20. 1978, this 
effective date is contingent upon 
CPSC’s compliance with 44 U.S.C. 
3512 which precludes the collection of 
information from 10 or more persons 
until the Comptroller General has had 
the opportunity to advise that the in¬ 
formation is not presently available 
from other Federal sources and that 
the proposed reporting requirements 
are consistent with the provisions of 
section 3512. This notice represents 
the beginning of our review. 

John M. Lovelady, 
Assistant Director, 
Regulatory Reports Review. 

[FR Doc. 77-35775 Filed 12-14-77; 8:45 am] 


[ 6820 - 22 ] 

GENERAL SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 

REGIONAL PUBL 1C ADVISORY PANEL ON AR¬ 
CHITECTURAL AND ENGINEERING SERVICES 

Notice of Mooting 

Pursuant to Pub. L. 92-463, notice is 
hereby given of a meeting of the Re¬ 
gional Public Advisory Panel on Archi¬ 
tectural and Engineering Services, 
Region 3, on January 10 and 11, 1978. 
from 9 a.m. to 4 p.m., in Room 2636 of 
the GSA Regional Office Building, 
Seventh and D Streets SW., Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. The Meeting will be devoted 
to the initial stage of the process for 
screening and evaluating prospective 
architect-engineer firms to furnish 
professional services required in con¬ 
nection with three building renovation 
projects, as follows: (1) Oceanographic 
Building. Suitland, Md. (GS-03B- 
88099/89026); (2) U.S. Customs House 
and Appraiser’s Stores, Philadelphia. 
Pa. (GS-03B-88052/89008); and (3) 
Federal Building No. 8. Washington, 
D.C. (GS-03B-88147/89027). The 
meeting will be open to the public. 

John F. Galuardi, 
Regional Administrator. 

December 7, 1977. 

CFR Doc. 77-35707 Filed 12-14-77; 8:45 am] 


[ 6820 - 22 ] 

REGIONAL PUBLIC ADVISORY PANEL ON 
ARCHITECTURAL AND ENGINEERING SERVICES 

Notice of Meeting 

Pursuant to Pub. L. 92-463, notice is 
hereby given of a meeting of the Re¬ 
gional Public Advisory Panel on Archi¬ 
tectural and Engineering Services, 
Region 3, on January 5 and 6, 1978, 
from 9 a.m. to 4 p.m., in Room 2636 of 
the GSA Regional Office Building, 
Seventh and D Streets SW., Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. The Meeting will be devoted 
to the initial stage of the process for 
screening and evaluating prospective 
architect-engineer firms to furnish 
professional services required in con¬ 
nection with three building renovation 
projects, as follows: (1) U.S. Customs 
House, Baltimore, Md. (GS-03B- 
88093/89018); (2) Liberty Loan Build¬ 
ing, Washington, D.C. (GS-03B-88034/ 
89009); and (3) U.S. Post Office and 
Courthouse, Alexandria, Va. (GS-03B- 
88130/89018). The meeting will be 
open to the public. 

John F. Galuardi, 
Regional Administrator. 

December 7, 1977. 

[FR Doc. 77-35708 Filed 12-14-77; 8:45 am] 


[ 6820 - 24 ] 

[Federal Property Management 
Regulations; Temporary Regulation G-33] 

ADMINISTRATOR, ENVIRONMENTAL 
PROTECTION AGENCY 

Delegation of Authority 

1. Purpose. This regulation delegates 
authority to the Administrator of the 
Environmental Protection Agency to 
represent the interests of the execu¬ 
tive agencies of the Federal Govern¬ 
ment in a rail abandonment proceed¬ 
ing before the Interstate Commerce 
Commission. 

2. Effective date. This regulation is 
effective immediately. 

3. Delegation, (a) Pursuant to the 
authority vested in me by the Federal 
Property and Administrative Services 
Act of 1949, 63 Stat. 377, as amended, 
particularly sections 201(a)(4) and 
205(d) (40 U.S.C. 481(a)(4) and 486(d)), 
authority is delegated to the Adminis¬ 
trator of the Environmental Protec¬ 
tion Agency (EPA) to represent the 
consumer interests of the executive 
agencies of the Federal Government 
before the Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission on application by the Balti¬ 
more & Ohio Railroad Co. (B&O). 
The B&O proposes to abandon rail 
service operations near Willard and 
Sandusky, Ohio, ICC, Docket No. AB- 
19 (Sub. No. 36). 

(b) The Administrator of EPA may 
redelegate this authority to any offi¬ 
cer, official, or employee of the De¬ 
partment. 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 42, NO. 241—THURSDAY, DECEMBER 15, 1977 







NOTICES 


6.3221 


(c) This authority shall be exercised 
in accordance with the policies, proce¬ 
dures. and controls prescribed by the 
General Services Administration, and 
shall be exercised in cooperation with 
the responsible officers, officials, and 
employees thereof. 

Jay Soloman, 
Administrator of 
General Services . 

December 5. 1977. 

(FR Doc. 77-35709 Filed 12-14-77; 8:45 am] 


[ 4110 - 12 ] 

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, 
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 

Office of Human Development Services 

ADDITIONAL FEDERAL ALLOTMENT TO STATES 

FOR SOCIAL SERVICES EXPENDITURES 

* Promulgation for Fiscal Year 1978 

For purposes of grants to States 
under Title XX of the Social Security 
Act. promulgation is hereby made of 
the Federal allotment to each State of 
the funds made available for fiscal 
year 1978 under the provisions of Pub. 
L. 95-171. dated November 12. 1977. In 
accordance with Pub. L. 95-171, which 
extends the provisions of Pub. L. 94- 
401 through September 30, 1978. such 
funds are allotted to each State pursu¬ 
ant to the provisions of Section 
2002(a)(2). Rules governing expendi¬ 
tures under this allotment are con¬ 
tained in 45 CFR 228. 

For fiscal year 1978 the allotment 
limits are based on the Bureau of the 
Census population statistics contained 
in its publication. “Current Population 
Reports” (Series P-25, No. 619. Janu¬ 
ary 1976) which were the most recent 
satisfactory data available from the 
Department of Commerce at the time 
the allocations were made for fiscal 
year 1978. The amounts are set forth 
below: 


Federal 

State allotment 

Alabama...... . ... $3,400,000 

Alaska. 340,000 

Arizona. 2.080.000 

Arkansas. 1,980,000 

California......... 19.880.000 

Colorado......... 2.380,000 

Connecticut... 2.900.000 

Delaware. 540.000 

District of Columbia. 680.000 

Florida... 7,840.000 

Georgia....... 4.620.000 

Hawaii.. * * 820.000 

Idaho. 780.000 

Illinois. 10.460.000 

Indiana...... 4.980.000 

Iowa.„....... 2.700.000 

Kansas. 2.120.000 

Kentucky. 3.180.000 

Louisiana. 3.560.000 

Maine. 1.000.000 

Maryland..... 3.840.000 

Massachusetts. 5.460.000 

Michigan. 8.600.000 

Minnesota. 3.680.000 

Mississippi. 2,200.000 


Federal 

State allotment 

Missouri. 4.460.000 

Montana...„... 700.000 

Nebraska.. 1.460,000 

Nevada..... 560.000 

New Hampshire. 760.000 

New Jersey..... 6.860.000 

New Mexico.............. 1.080.000 

New York. 17.000.000 

North Carolina..... 5.120.000 

North Dakota..... . . 600.000 

Ohio.. 10.100.000 

Oklahoma. 2,540.000 

Oregon.—. 2.140.000 

Pennsylvania......7.. 11,100.000 

Rhode Island... 880.000 

South Carolina.. 2.640.000 

South Dakota.. 640.000 

Tennessee.........„.. 3.940.000 

Texas.—. 11,480.000 

Utah. 1.140.000 

Vermont.... 440.000 

Virginia.. 4.660,000 

Washington. 3.320.000 

West Virginia. 1.700.000 

Wisconsin. 4.320.000 

Wyoming.,.. 360.000 


Total...... 200.000.000 


Dated: December 9, 1977. 

Michio Suzuki, 
Acting Commissioner, 
Administration for Public 
Services . 

Approved: December 9. 1977. 

Arabella Martinez, 
Assistant Secretary 
for Human Development Services . 

(FR Doc. 77-35753 Filed 12-14-77; 8:45 am] 


[ 4110 - 12 ] 

Office of the Secretary 

OFFICE OF THE PRINCIPAL REGIONAL 
OFFICIAL REGIONS 1-X 

Statement of Organization, Functions, and 
Delegations of Authority 

Part A of the Statement of Organi¬ 
zation, Functions, and Delegations of 
Authority for the Department of 
Health, Education, and Welfare is 
amended to delete individual regional 
Chapters AD(l-X) “Office of the Re¬ 
gional Director, Region 1-X” and to 
substitute therefor, a new, single 
Chapter AD “Office of the Principal 
Regional Official, Regions 1-X that 
prescribes a standard organization for 
all regions. The superseded Chapters 
are: ADI (40 FR 44177, September 25. 
1975 and 40 FR 36609, August 21. 
1975); AD2 (40 FR 16125, April 9, 
1975); AD3 (40 FR 16132. April 9. 
1975); AD4 (40 FR 1538 January 8, 
1975 and 42 FR 18133, April 5, 1977); 
AD5 (40 FR 2602, January 4, 1975 and 
40 FR 21510, May 16. 1975); AD6 (40 
FR 4666, January 13, 1975 and 42 FR 
21116, April 25, 1977); AD7 (40 FR 
1726, January 9, 1975 and 41 FR 51470, 
November 22, 1976); AD8 (40 FR 1543, 
January 8, 1975 and 41 FR 15733, 
April 14. 1976); AD9 (40 FR 16120, 
April 9, 1975 and 41 FR 15358, April 
12. 1976); ADX (40 FR 41162, Septem¬ 


ber 5. 1975 and 41 FR 3499, January 
23. 1976). 

The new Chapter AD prescribes the 
standard organization for the Office 
of the Principal Regional Official 
(PRO) in each of the 10 HEW Re¬ 
gions. The Chapter also reflects the 
Secretary’s decision that the Long- 
Term Care Standards Enforcement, 
the Head Start, and other regional 
program activities formerly under the 
Offices of the various Regional Direc¬ 
tors henceforth shall be directly under 
and accountable to the appropriate 
Principal Operating Components. 

The new Chapter AD. “Office of the 
Principal Regional Official, Regions 1- 
X, reads as follow's: 

Section AD.00—Mission.—The Prin¬ 
cipal Regional Official serves as the 
direct personal representative of the 
Secretary with the responsibility of 
carrying out the Secretary’s policies in 
the Region. The Principal Regional 
Official provides leadership, coordina¬ 
tion, evaluation and general adminis¬ 
trative support to the complex activi¬ 
ties of the Region. 

Section AD.10—Organization.—The 
Office of the Principal Regional Offi¬ 
cial is under the direction and control 
of the Principal Regional Official who 
reports directly to the Secretary and 
Under Secretary through the Deputy 
Under Secretary for Intergovernmen¬ 
tal Affairs and consists of the follow¬ 
ing: 

Principal Regional Official AD(l-X). 

Office of Intergovernmental and Congres¬ 
sional Affairs AD(l-X) H. 

Office of Public Affairs AD< 1-X) K. 

Office of Service Delivery Assessment 

AD(l-X) R. 

Regional Administrative Support Center 

AD(l-X) L. 

Section AD.20—Functions. A. Princi¬ 
pal Regional Official: 

1. Serves as the Secretary’s representative 
in direct official dealings with Stale and 
local government organizations. 

2. Establishes and maintains effective re¬ 
lationships with Governors, Mayors, county 
officials, and other key State and local offi¬ 
cials; furnishes advice and assistance and 
strives to develop a mutually beneficial Fed- 
eral-State-local partnership; provides guid¬ 
ance and coordination to the efforts of all 
regional staff members on the priorities, 
emphasis, and merits of various programs 
based on the expression of needs and analy¬ 
ses by Governors, Mayors, and other key of¬ 
ficials. 

3. Provides a central focus in the region 
for Departmental relations with congres¬ 
sional delegations and individual Members 
of Congress. 

4. Promotes general public understanding 
of the programs, policies, and objectives of 
the Department and participates in develop¬ 
ing and carrying out of a region-wide public 
information program. 

5. Assesses the effectiveness of Depart¬ 
ment activities and makes reports and rec¬ 
ommendations to the Secretary. Under Sec¬ 
retary, Deputy Under Secretary for Inter¬ 
governmental Affairs, and other Depart¬ 
mental officials concerning the application 
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or improvement of policies and service deliv- 
ery systems. 

6. Serves as coordinator, facilitator, and 
expeditor in solving cross-cutting issues to 
asure effective efficient, and responsible ac¬ 
tions in the interest of total service to the 
public. 

7. Advises the Secretary on the potential 
effect of proposed Department action, 
whether on legislation, regulation, or ad¬ 
ministrative decisions. 

8. Provides input into policy decisions and 
strategy regarding the concerns and inter¬ 
ests of State and local Governments as de¬ 
rived from their key officials. 

9. Provides highly professional and re¬ 
sponsive centralized administrative services 
such as personnel, financial management, 
administrative services, engineering and 
construction services, etc. to regional pro¬ 
gram heads. 

10. Develops plans for emergency prepar¬ 
edness and directs all Department activities 
necessary to ensure continuity of essential 
functions within the Region in case of an 
emergency due to enemy action or natural 
disaster. 

B. Office of Intergovernmental and 
Congressional Affairs (AD (1-X) H). 

1. The Director serves as the Deputy to 
the Principal Regional Official. Shares re¬ 
sponsibility, as directed by the PRO for car¬ 
rying out the Department’s regional mis¬ 
sions and policies. Receives functional su¬ 
pervision from the Deputy Under Secretary 
for Intergovernmental Affairs and the As¬ 
sistant Secretary for Legislation. Serves as 
Acting PRO in the absence or disability of 
the PRO. Supervises the staff of the Office 
of Intergovernmental and Congressional Af¬ 
fairs. 

2. Serves as chief advisor to the PRO for 
carrying out the full range of his responsi¬ 
bilities for external relations with chief 
elected and appointed officials at the State 
and local levels, including legislative bodies, 
and tribal leaders of reservation Indians, 
with a primary emphasis on obtaining from 
these officials indications of attitudes, 
trends, and issues affecting HEW programs 
to provide early warning and advice to top 
HEW management, and to get specific 
issues and problems of State and local offi¬ 
cials resolved. 

3. Serves as the focal point in the Region¬ 
al Office for developing close working rela¬ 
tions with congressional district offices in 
order (a) to ensure that congressional in¬ 
quiries on constituent problems are prompt¬ 
ly resolved, either through the PRO or di¬ 
rectly by the POC, as appropriate, and (b) 
that congressional field offices are provided 
with ongoing information about HEW ini¬ 
tiatives, policies, and organization, particu¬ 
larly on those programs administered 
through the regional offices of the Principal 
Operating Components (POC). 

4. Establishes methods for ensuring ade¬ 
quate internal coordination among the ICA 
office, other OS units, and the Regional 
POCs necessary to: carry out assigned exter¬ 
nal functions, avoid duplication of effort, 
and ensure most effective targeting of re¬ 
gional resources to serve HEW grantees and 
clients. 

5. Serves to articulate and support the Ad¬ 
ministration’s position on key pending legis¬ 
lative proposals in dealings with State and 
local officials and interest groups, whether 
of a local or regional nature or with nation¬ 
al affiliation. Also disseminate information 
on the overall HEW budget and on new 


HEW initiatives, trends, and ongoing ser¬ 
vices. 

6. In accordance with national and/or re¬ 
gional plans, and working closely with the 
Office of Public Affairs, develops and car¬ 
ries out regional procedures and strategies 
for ensuring that a full range of views is 
presented by or obtained from public offi¬ 
cials. Interest and client groups, and the 
general public on legislative and other 
policy issues which are in the developmental 
stage: e.g.. through public hearings, confer¬ 
ence and other means. 

7. Consults State and local elected offi¬ 
cials. including legislative bodies, regional 
clients, and interest groups as to the need 
for new HEW initiatives, regulations, or 
statutes, including the identification of 
HEW-imposed barriers or other procedures 
which may unnecessarily impede the most 
effective delivery of services in a given State 
or local Jurisdiction. Brings such issues to 
the attention of the Assistant Secretary for 
Legislation, the Assistant Secretary for 
Planning and Evaluation, and through the 
PRO, to the attention of the Deputy Under 
Secretary for Intergovernmental Affairs. 

8. Is generally responsible for ensuring 
that adequate liaison and relationships are 
established between the Regional Office 
and minority groups; serves as the PRO’S 
representative on various committees and 
task forces for special concerns of minority 
groups. 

9. As directed by the PRO. serves as a 
coordinator with other Federal departments 
and agencies when Interagency efforts are 
required to Implement new policies and leg¬ 
islation and to resolve problems and issues 
which affect HEW and other Federal agen¬ 
cies. Provides staff support to efforts and 
activities of the Federal Regional Councils 
and/or other Federal interagency groups. 
Director serves as the PRO’S alternate on 
the Federal Regional Council. 

10. Establishes and maintains, for each 
State in the region, a close working relation¬ 
ship with the Governors’ staffs. State 
Human Resource Agencies. Budget and Fi¬ 
nance Agencies, planning offices, and other 
key State Government staffs. Develops simi¬ 
lar relations with major sub-State govern¬ 
ments. including cities, counties. Regional 
Councils of Governments, and with State 
Associations of Cities and Counties. 

11. Responsible for the development of 
close working relationships with State legis¬ 
lative bodies in the region. This includes 
providing legislators and their staffs with 
information on HEW programs, services, 
and trends, responding promptly to pro¬ 
gram inquiries from State legislators, and 
for arranging, on a selective basis with the 
guidance of the Assistant Secretary for Leg¬ 
islation for the appropriate departmental 
official to respond to requests to testify on 
proposed State legislation before various 
State legislative committees. 

12. In cooperation with the POCs and 
other regional units, develops and maintains 
processes for Identifying and resolving 
major HEW/State issues of a Regional 
nature which State and local officials identi¬ 
fy as problems which are not being resolved 
In a timely fashion by the appropriate HEW 
program staff, or when directed through 
the PRO by the Deputy Under Secretary. 
Under Secretary, or Secretary. 

13. Brings to the attention of the Direc¬ 
tor, Office of Service Delivery Assessment, 
those issues which State and local officials 
view as most important in setting priorities 
for assessments. 


14. In coordination with the Director, Ad¬ 
ministrative Support Center and the region¬ 
al POC Heads, facilitates multi-program re¬ 
quests for federal assistance under the Joint 
Funding and Simplification Act. 

15. Establishes and maintains through the 
appropriate Regional POCs, procedures for 
compliance with the Intergovernmental 
Cooperation Act. Including the processing of 
waivers; requests and compliance with the 
requirements of OMB Circular No. A-95. 

16. In coordination with the Director. Ad¬ 
ministrative Support Center, and the Re¬ 
gional POCs, assists in the exchanges of 
State and local personnel with Department¬ 
al staff under the Intergovernmental Per¬ 
sonnel Act of 1970. 

17. Manages the solicitation, review, fund¬ 
ing and project management of grants 
awarded under the Department’s Partner¬ 
ship Grant program within the Region. 

18. Ensures that consumer protection 
agencies at State and local levels are pro¬ 
vided with timely information related to 
HEW policies, programs, and procedures. 

C. Office of Public Affairs (AD (1- 
X) K). 

1. Serves as the principal public affairs 
advisor to the Principal Regional Official 
(PRO) and also serves as a major policy co¬ 
ordinating official whose principal concern 
Is fostering general public understanding of 
the programs and policies of the Depart¬ 
ment. 

2. Receives functional supervision from 
the Assistant Secretary for Public Affairs 
(ASPA) and represents ASP A in the Region. 
Provides feedback to the ASPA on sensitive 
pubic affairs policy matters requiring the 
attention of Headquarters. 

3. Plans public information activities de¬ 
signed to support the policies and program 
objectives of the Department and the Ad¬ 
ministration as identified by the Secretary. 

4. Counsels and acts for the PRO and his/ 
her staff on public affairs matters in carry¬ 
ing out Presidential directives and Secretari¬ 
al orders. 

5. Advises all units in the Regions, includ¬ 
ing regional POC offices, on the public af¬ 
fairs aspects of their duties and program re¬ 
sponsibilities. coordinating efforts related to 
this advisory responsibility with all regional 
units. 

6. Serves as the principal news media con¬ 
tact for HEW units in the Regions. 

7. Maintains public affairs liaison with 
those nongovernment agencies and organi¬ 
zations affected by departmental programs, 
goals, and policies. 

8. Administers the Freedom of Informa¬ 
tion Act and serves as the initial denial au¬ 
thority for access to all Regional documents 
requested under the FOI Act. 

9. Administers the Privacy Act of 1974 for 
all PRO office units, along with counseling 
other regional agency staffs through their 
designated Privacy Act coordinators. 

D. Office of Service Delivery Assess¬ 
ment (AD( 1-X) R. 

Is responsible for regional participa¬ 
tion in the National Service Delivery 
Assessment (SDA) program. The ob¬ 
jective of which is to provide the Sec¬ 
retary. the Heads of Principal Operat¬ 
ing Components (POCs), and PROs 
with information on the effectiveness, 
timeliness and economy with which 
HEW programs are serving clients. 
SDAs are intended to concentrate on 
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how and how well sen ices are deliv¬ 
ered to clients of HEW programs as 
well as on relevant program manage¬ 
ment and organizational issues. Imple¬ 
ments and executes SDA projects that 
are included in the Inspector Gener¬ 
al’s annual SDA workplan or are initi¬ 
ated by the Secretary, under the 
PRO’S general direction. 

1. Identifies potential or actual ser¬ 
vice delivery issues for consideration 
as part of the national SDA workplan. 

2. Organizes, directs, and coordinates re¬ 
gional participation in SDA projects speci¬ 
fied in the annual SDA workplan as well as 
SDAs that the Secretary assigns on a higher 
priority basis. Responsibilities include the 
following: 

A. Providing staff members to serve as (1) 
national SDA project leader responsible for 
all national activities associated with an 
SDA project, (2) regional project lejuler re¬ 
sponsible for all regional activities associat¬ 
ed with an SDA project or <3fparticipant in 
an SDA project; 

B. Developing assessment design, in coo¬ 
peration with the Office of the Inspector 
General, to include defining assessment 
issue(s), specifying assessment scope and 
methodology, developing appropriate mea¬ 
sures of performance, formulating sampling 
plans and specifying data analysis and re¬ 
porting techniques and format; 

C. Identifying HEW and State organiza¬ 
tional units with greatest interest In the 
SDA issue(s) and arranging appropriate par¬ 
ticipation; 

D. Training all staff involved in an SDA 
project to assure detailed understanding of 
project objectives, methodology, and tech¬ 
niques; 

E. Implementing SDA project design and 
managing all data-gathering activities speci¬ 
fied in the project design; and 

F. Synthesizing, analyzing, and reporting 
on all data-gathering and findings. 

3. Provides feedback on assessment find¬ 
ings and Secretarial decisions to POCs, 
State and local agencies, and non-govern¬ 
ment officials involved in SDA projects. 

4. Participates in assessing the utility and 
accuracy of individual SDAs as well as re¬ 
gional implementation of Secretarial deci¬ 
sions resulting from SDAs. 

5. Develops working knowledge of the lo¬ 
cation and strengths and weaknesses of re¬ 
gional, State, and local data sources that 
can be used to examine how and how well 
HEW Programs are serving clients. 

6. Maintains liaison with regional Inter¬ 
governmental and Congressional Affairs 
staffs. HEW Audit Agency, POCs, State and 
Local Governments regarding assessment 
objectives and activities. 

7. Analyzes SDAs to identify problems 
common to many programs. 

8. Identifies and participates in testing 
techniques that can improve the rapidity, 
validity and reliability of SDAs. 

9. Assists the Principal Regional Official, 
as required, when PRO is directed by the 
Deputy Under Secretary to obtain State and 
local government views on specific issues or 
proposals. 

E. Regional Administrative Support 
Center (AD(l-X)L). 

Under the functional supervision of 
and in accordance with authorities del¬ 
egated by the Assistant Secretary for 
Management and Budget and Assis¬ 


tant Secretary for Personnel Adminis¬ 
tration provides centralized adminis¬ 
trative, engineering, accounting, 
budet, and fiscal, cost allocation and 
indirect cost negotiation, data process¬ 
ing, environmental program, and per¬ 
sonnel services to Regional Offices of 
the Principal Operating Components 
(POCs). Regional Office for Civil 
Rights. Offices of Regional Attorneys, 
Regional Offices of Audit, Regional 
Office of Investigations, and the 
Office of the Principal Regional Offi¬ 
cial (PRO), as follows: 

1. Provides regional accounting, fiscal ser¬ 
vices, and financial reporting for all HEW 
activities for which the PRO is delegated 
the authority to provide such services. Is re¬ 
sponsible for the recording and reporting of 
all financial transactions of the PRO and 
POC’s operations through the maintenance 
of a standardized Regional Accounting 
System. Provides coordination and liaison 
with the HEW Audit Agency, the Treasury 
Department, the General Services Adminis¬ 
tration, and the General Accounting Office 
on financial management matters. 

2. Prepares Regional budget justification 
and execution plans for the PRO, Office of 
Congressional and Intergovernmental Af¬ 
fairs: Office of Public Affairs; Office of Ser¬ 
vice Delivery Assessment; the Regional Ad¬ 
ministrative Support Center; and on re¬ 
quest. for other HEW Regional units. 

3. In accordance with policies and proce¬ 
dures established by the Office of Grants 
and Procurement, conducts cost allocation 
activities. Negotiates and approves indirect 
cost rates; State and local Government cost 
allocation plans; research patient care Vates 
and amounts; fringe benefits, computer, and 
other special rates applicable to HEW 
awards. Provides financial management 
technical assistance on cost allocation to 
grantees and contractors. HEW grant and 
contract officials, and grant and contract of¬ 
ficials of other Federal agencies. 

4. Provides administrative services for all 
activities co-located at Regional Headquar¬ 
ters location, including: Telecommunica¬ 
tions support (telephone, teletype and facsi¬ 
mile transmission) mail pickup and delivery, 
contract services, and distribution of 
common supplies, maintenance of the offi¬ 
cial regional files, printing and reproduction 
services and other common services. Pro¬ 
vides moving and storage services, personal 
property management system, including 
property records, and operates and main- # 
tains the centralized regional data process- # 
Ing equipment. 

Conducts a central regional procurement 
service. In cooperation with POCs and 
others schedules and plans procurement of 
services and personal property for regional 
office use or for the conduct of regionally 
administered programs, issues contract so¬ 
licitations and negotiates and awards con¬ 
tracts, conducts business dealings with con¬ 
tractors and monitors contract performance 
through POC program and technical per¬ 
sonnel, enforces HEW contractual rights, 
and closes out completed or terminated con¬ 
tracts. 

5. Provides supervision of the Office of 
Equal Employment Opportunity. Is respon¬ 
sible for the etablishment and maintenance 
of a positive program on non-discrimination 
in Departmental employment in the Region. 
Has responsibility for the Regional HEW 
Federal Women's Program and the Regional 


Spanish Speaking Program. Monitors the 
OS/EEO complaint system and issues pro¬ 
posed dispositions on all formal complaints. 
With information provided by PRO and 
POCs, prepares the Regional Annual Affir¬ 
mative Action Plan. Coordinates the selec¬ 
tion. training, and availability of counselors 
and investigators. On request, provides as¬ 
sistance to POCs and Central and Regional 
Office staffs in the assignment of investiga¬ 
tors. 

6. Provides personnel services. Exercises 
overall management direction for the provi¬ 
sion of personnel services for all regional 
components. These services are provided by 
a regional personnel office which receives 
functional and technical direction from, and 
operates under policies established by. the 
Assistant Secretary for Personnel Adminis¬ 
tration. Included in the functions of a re¬ 
gional personnel office are: (1) the provision 
of the full range of services relating to the 
processes of staffing, position management 
and classification, training and career devel¬ 
opment. employee relations, labor-manage¬ 
ment relations, manpower planning, and 
employee appraisal; and (2) the provision of 
direct assistance to program managers in 
carrying out their personnel management 
responsibilities for employees within their 
organization; and (3) the exercise of the 
legal and regulatory personnel authorities 
which are delegated by the Assistant Secre¬ 
tary for Personnel Administration. 

7. Administers regional Facilities Engi¬ 
neering. Construction and Federal Surplus 
Real Property Administration programs. 
Serves as principal advisor in the Region on 
all matters relating to Federal surplus real 
property administration. Assures the deliv¬ 
ery of total architectural and engineering 
services in support of HEW assisted and di¬ 
rected Federal construction programs, car¬ 
ries out property management activities for 
HEW-owned and utilized facilities. Conducts 
office space utilization surveys and alloca¬ 
tion and periodic inspections of regional 
space and facilities. Ensures Regional Office 
compliance with the Occupational Safety 
and Health Act. Develops and maintains the 
PRO emergency operating center for use in 
Natural Disaster and War caused emergen¬ 
cies. 

8. Is responsible for ensuring that the pro¬ 
visions of the National Environmental 
Policy Act and related laws and Executive 
Orders are carried out. Receives and moni¬ 
tors programs, provides technical assistance 
in effecting environmental determination 
and the preparation of supporting docu¬ 
ments and maintains timely consultation 
with environmental agencies at Federal, 
State and local levels. 

Section AD.30—Relationships to Re¬ 
gional POC staffs. Regional Offices of 
Investigation, Regional Office of 
Audit, Office of Regional Attorney, 
and Regional Office of Civil Rights. 

The above-named staffs are under 
the line direction and control of their 
parent organizations. The functional 
statements for these offices are to be 
found with the statements of their 
parent organizations. These regional 
units receive administrative, financial 
and other support services from the 
Principal Regional Official and his 
staff. 

Section AD.40—Order of Succession. 
In the absence or disability of the 
Principal Regional Official, the Direc- 
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tor of Intergovernmental and Congres¬ 
sional Affairs serves as Acting Princi¬ 
pal Regional Official. In the absence 
or disability of the Principal Regional 
Official and the Director of Intergov¬ 
ernmental Affairs, the Director of 
Public Affairs acts as Acting Principal 
Regional Official. In the event of the 
absence of all three, the Principal Re¬ 
gional Official will designate an Acting 
Principal Regional Official. In the 
event of a vacancy in all three posi¬ 
tions the Secretary or Under Secre¬ 
tary will designate the Acting Princi¬ 
pal Regional Official. 

Section AD.50—Delegation of Au¬ 
thority. The delegations to the Princi¬ 
pal Regional Official are: 

[Reserved.] 

Dated: November 15. 1977. 

Hale Champion, 

Acting Secretary. 

CFR Doc. 77-35754 Piled 12-14-77; 8:45 am] 


[4310-84] 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Bureau of Land Management 

[AA-6694-A1 

ALASKA 

Native Claim* Selection 

The State of Alaska filed general 
purposes selection applications A- 
056419. A-056420, A-056421, A-056422, 
A-056423, A-056424, A-056425, A- 

056428, A-056372, A-056378. and A- 
056377, all as amended, on December 
22, 1961, and general purposes selec¬ 
tion application A-067745. as amended, 
on May 31, 1964, pursuant to section 
6(b) of the Alaska Statehood Act of 
July 7, 1958 (72 Stat. 339. 340; 48 
U.S.C. ch. 2, sec. 6(b) (1970)). These 
applications selected lands near the 
Native village of Port Lions. Decisions 
granting tentative approval were 
issued for certain lands selected by the 
State as follows: 


Serial No. 

Date of decision 

Townshipfs) affected 

A-056419_ 

A -067745 

October 14. 1963. as modified... 

February 3. 1967.. 

.. T. 26 S.. R. 22 W.. S.M. 

.. T. 26 S.. R. 22 W.. S.M. 

A-056420___ 

A-056372__ 

March 20, 1964. as amended. L ,,.. 

. Ts. 27 Ac 28 S.. R. 22 W.. S.M. 

October 31. 1963... 

. T. 24 S.. R. 23 W.. S.M. 

A-056377.. 

October 14.1963..... 

. T. 25 S.. R. 23 W.. S.M 

A 056428. 

September 2. 1964..... 

. T. 26 S., R. 23 W.. S.M. 

A-056421_ 

A-056422_ 

March 27 1964 

.... T 27 S.. R. 23 W.. S.M. 

August 21. 1964.... 

.. T. 28 S.. R. 23 W.. S.M. 

A-056378___ 

October 8. 1963, as amended................ 

. T. 25 6.. R. 24 W.. S.M 

A-OA6424 

Aliens! 10 1984 . 

. T. 26 S. R. 24 W S.M. 

* 


On December 18. 1971, section 11 of 
the Alaska Native Claims Settlement 
Act (85 Stat. 688, 696; 43 U.S.C. 1601, 
1610 (Supp. V, 1975)), withdrew the 
lands surrounding the village of Port 
Lions, including the lands in the sub¬ 
ject State selections, for Native selec¬ 
tion. On October 23, 1974, Port Lions 
Native Corp. filed village selection ap¬ 
plication AA-6694-A, as amended, 
under the provisions of section 12(a) 
of the Alaska Native Claims Settle¬ 
ment Act (85 Stat. 688, 701; 43 U.S.C. 
1601, 1611(a) (Supp. V. 1975)), for 
lands located near the village, includ¬ 
ing lands within the subject State se¬ 
lections and within the Chugach Na¬ 
tional Forest (Proclamation, July 23, 
1907, as amended). The application 
was amended on December 13. 1974, to 
give a new description of the lands and 
to supersede the previously filed appli¬ 
cation. 

Section 12(a)(1) of the Alaska Native 
Claims Settlement Act provides that 
village selections shall be made from 
lands withdrawn by section 11(a). Sec¬ 
tion 11(a)(2) withdrew for possible se¬ 
lection by the Native corporation 
those lands that have been selected 
by. or tentatively approved to. but not 
yet patented to. the State under the 
Alaska Statehood Act. Section 12(a)(1) 
further provides that no village may 


select more than 69,120 acres from 
lands withdrawn by section 11(a)(2) 
and not more than 69,120 acres in a 
national forest. 

The following described lands, which 
are State selected and were tentatively 
approved in part, have been properly 
selected under village selection appli¬ 
cation AA-6694-A. Accordingly, the 
tentative approvals given in the afore¬ 
mentioned decisions are hereby re¬ 
scinded in part and the following State 
selection applications are rejected as 
to the following described lands: 

State Selection A-056419 and A067745 

That portion of U.S. Survey 5509 lying 
within protracted T. 26 S.. R. 22 W., Seward 
Meridian. Alaska, excluding State patent 
No. 726 (ADL 33783). 

T. 26 S.. R. 22 W.. Seward Meridian. Alaska 
(Unsurveyed) 

Secs. 1. 2 and 3, all; 

Sec. 4 (fractional), all; 

Secs. 7 to 10 (fractional), inclusive, all; 

Secs. 11 and 12. all; 

Secs. 13 and 14 (fractional), all; 

Sec. 15 (fractional), excluding Native allot¬ 
ment AA-7080; 

Sec. 16 (fractional), all; 

Secs. 17 to 21. inclusive, all; 

Sec. 22, excluding U.S. Survey 5509; 

Sec. 23 (fractional), excluding Native allot¬ 
ment AA-7081; 

Sec. 26 (fractional), excluding U.S. Survey 
5509; 


Sec. 27 (fractional), excluding U.S. Survey 
5509; 

Sec. 28, excluding U.S. Survey 5509: 

Sec. 29. excluding U.S. Survey 5509: 

Secs. 30. and 31, all; 

Sec. 32. excluding U.S. Survey 5509: 

Sec. 33 (fractional), excluding U.S. Survey 
5509 and State patent No. 851 (ADL 
33034); 

Sec. 34 (fractional), excluding U.S. Survey 
5509. 

Aggregating approximately 13,621 acres. 


State Selection A-056420 

That portion of U.S. Survey 5509 lying 
within protracted T. 27 S.. R. 22 W., Seward 
Meridian, Alaska, excluding: Quitclaim deed 
of February 20, 1967 for the School Reserve 
(Port Lions Alaska Subdivision), and 


Patent 


ADL No. 


No. 


726.. ..... 

655 .. 

656 ...„.. 

645.. 

651. 

631 ... 

637 _ 

635..... 

633.... 

658 .... 

662.. .-- 

650 .—. 

632 .... 

667 .. 

638 .... 

643 __ 

627... 

641 .... 

625.. 

648 .. 

815........... 

644 .... 

629. 

642 .- 

663 ... . .. 

654____ 

652ZZIZZZ. 

657 . 

664 .. 

627.... 

640 - T 

64 «Z!IZZZ!Z!Z!Z! 

736__ 

660...... 

668 Z”ZZZZZZZ" 

639 ---- 

666Z1ZZZZZZZZ 

661.. 

626.. 

649 ......— 

653.... 

630..... 

659 __ 

665.....-. 

776.~.. 




_ 33783 

. 30700 

. 30701 

. 30684 

. 30691 

. 30713 

. 30702 

30704 
30706 

. 30710 

. 30722 

. 30690 

. 30712 

. 30716 

. 30698 

. 30686 

. 30721 

30693 

.. 30726 

. 30687 

33034 

30685 

. 30719 

_ 30689 

. 30723 

30697 

30705 

. 30692 

.. 30709 

.. 30724 

.. 30720 

30694 

.. 30727 

30682 

.. 38242 

. 30717 

. 30703 

.30707. 30708 

. 30696 

.. 30683 

. 30681 

_ 30715 

. 30718 

. 30699 

_ 30688 

30695 
30714 

. 30711 

. 30725 

. 30117 


T. 27 S.. R. 22 W.. Seward Meridian. Alaska 
(Unsurveyed) 

Secs. 1 and 2 (fractional), all; 

Sec. 4 (fractional), except State patent No. 
851 (ADL 33034) (described as Tracts A. 
B. C. D and E of State lands per plat No. 
68-11, serial No. 68-1296. filed in the 
Kodiak Recording District), and exclud¬ 
ing U.S. Survey 2005: 

Sec. 5 (fractional), except State patent No. 
851 (ADL 33034) (described as Tract A 
of State lands per plat No. 68-11, serial 
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No 68-1296, filed in the Kodiak Record¬ 
ing District), and excluding U.S. Survey 
1736 and U.S. Survey 5509; 

Sec. 6, excluding U.S. Survey 1736 and 
U.S. Survey 5509; 

Sec. 7. excluding U.S. Survey 1736; 

Sec. 8 (fractional), excluding U.S. Survey 
1736 and Native allotment A-7084; 

Secs. 10 to 13 (fractional), inclusive, all; 

Sec. 14, all; 

Secs. 15 and 16 (fractional), all; 

Sec. 17 (fractional), excluding Native allot¬ 
ment AA-7329 Parcel C; 

Sec. 18 (fractional), excluding Native allot¬ 
ment AA-7329 Parcel C: 

Sec. 19 (fractional), excluding U.S. Survey 
327 and U.S. Survey 5697 (Native allot¬ 
ment AA-5970 Parcel A); 

Sec. 21 (fractional), all; 

Secs. 22 to 26, inclusive, all; 

Sec. 27. excluding Native allotments AA- 
7471 Parcel A and AA-7563 Parcel B; 

Sec. 28 (fractional), excluding Native allot¬ 
ments AA-7471 Parcel A and AA-7563 
Parcel B; 

Sec. 30 (fractional), all; 

Sec. 31 (fractional), excluding Native allot¬ 
ments AA-7082 and AA-7352; 

Sec. 32 (fractional), excluding Native allot¬ 
ments AA-7082 and AA-7352; 

Sec. 33 (fractional), ail; 

Secs. 34. 35 and 36. all. 

Aggregating approximately 11,731 acres. 

T. 28 S., R. 22 W.. Seward Meridian, Alaska 
(Unsurveyed) 

Sec. 3. all; 

Sec. 4 (fractional), all; 

Sec. 6 (fractional), excluding Native allot¬ 
ment AA-7317 Parcels A and B; 

Secs. 7 and 9 (fractional), all; 

Secs. 16. 17 and 18 (fractional), all; 

Sec. 19, all; 

Secs. 20, 21. 28 and 29 (fractional), all. 

Containing approximately 4,473 acres. 

State Selection A-056372 

T. 24 S.. R. 23 W.. Seward Meridian. Alaska 
(Unsurveyed) 

Secs. 1. 2 and 3. all; 

Secs. 9 and 10 (fractional), all; 

Secs. 12 and 13. all; 

Sec. 16 (fractional), all; 

Sec. 17 (fractional), excluding U.S. Survey 
2382; 

Sec. 18 (fractional), excluding U.S. Survey 
2382; 

Sec. 19, excluding U.S. Survey 2382; 

Sec. 20 (fractional), excluding U.S. Survey 
2382 and Native allotment AA-7071 
Parcel B; 

Sec. 29 (fractional), excluding U.S. Survey 
2334 and Native allotment AA-7071 
Parcel B; 

Secs. 30 and 31. all; 

Sec. 32 (fractional), all; 

Sec. 33 (fractional), excluding U.S. Survey 
2258 and U.S. Survey 2972; 

Sec. 34 (fractional), all; 

Sec. 36, all. 

Containing approximately 9,302 acres. 

State Selections A-056377 and A-056428 

T. 25 S.. R. 23 W., Seward Meridian. Alaska 
(Unsurveyed). 

Secs. 1 to 4 (fractional), inclusive, all; 

Sec. 5 (fractional), excluding U.S. Survey 
2972; 

Secs. 6 and 7. all: 

Secs. 8. 9 and 10 (fractional), all; 

Sec. 11 (fractional), excluding U.S. Survey 
4966; 

Sec. 12 (fractional), all; 


Sec. 13 (fractional), excluding Native allot¬ 
ments AA-7725 and AA-7355; 

Sec. 14 (fractional), excluding Native allot¬ 
ment AA-7725; 

Secs. 15 to 18, inclusive, all; 

Secs. 19 and 20 (fractional), all; 

Secs. 21, 22 and 23, all; 

Sec. 24 (fractional), excluding Native allot¬ 
ments AA-7355. AA-7356 and AA-7079 
Parcel A; 

Sec. 25 (fractional), excluding Native allot¬ 
ments AA-7354 and AA-8061; 

Sec. 26 (fractional), excluding Native allot¬ 
ment AA-7534; 

Secs. 27. 28 and 29 (fractional), all; 

Secs. 31. 32 and 36 (fractional), all. 

Containing approximately 11,951 acres. 

State Selection A-056428 

U.S. Survey 2353, U.S. Survey 2423 and 

that portion of U.S. Survey 5707 lying 

within protracted secs. 7. 8. and 17 of T. 26 

S. . R. 23 W.. Seward Meridian. 

T. 26 S.. R. 23 W.. Seward Meridian, Alaska 

(Unsurveyed), 

Secs. 1 to 4 (fractional), inclusive, all; 

Sec. 5 (fractional), excluding Native allot¬ 
ment AA-7086; 

Sec. 6 (fractional), all; 

Sec. 7 (fractional), excluding U.S. Survey 
2424. U.S. Survey 2423 and U.S. Survey 
5707; 

Sec. 8 (fractional), excluding U.S. Survey 
2423. U.S. Survey 2352, U.S. Survey 2292 
and U.S. Survey 5707; 

Sec. 9 (fractional), all; 

Sec. 10 (fractional), except State patent 
Nos. 2999 (ADL 52609) described as 
Tract A of ASLS 73-84. 2997 (ADL 
52611) described as Tract B of ASLS 73- 
84, 2998 (ADL 52610) described as Tract 
C of ASLS 73-84, 2995 (ADL 52613) de¬ 
scribed as Tract D of ASLS 73-84, and 
2996 (ADL 52612) described as Tract E 
of ASLS 73-84; 

Secs. 11 and 12 (fractional), all; 

Sec. 15 (fractional), all; 

Sec. 16 (fractional), excluding U.S. Survey 
2353; 

Sec. 17 (fractional), excluding U.S. Survey 
2292 and U.S. Survey 5707; 

Sec. 21 (fractional), all; 

Sec. 22 (fractional), except State patent 
Nos. 3364 (ADL 52949) described as 
Tract A of ASLS 74-33 and 3362 (ADL 
52843) described as Tract B of ASLS 74- 
33: 

Sec. 27. all. 

Aggregating approximately 5,700 acres. 

State Selections A-056421 and A-056423 

T. 27 S.. R. 23 W., Seward Meridian, Alaska 
(Unsurveyed). 

Secs. 23 to 26. inclusive, all. 

Containing approximately 2.560 acres. 

State Selection A-056422 

T. 28 S.. R. 23 W.. Seward Meridian, Alaska 
(Unsurveyed). 

Sec. 1. excluding Native allotment AA- 
7317 Parcel B; 

Sec. 12. all. 

Containing approximately 1,240 acres. 

State Selections A-056378, A-056424, and 
A-056425 

T. 25 S., R. 24 W., Seward Meridian, Alaska 
(Unsurveyed), 

Secs. 1. 2 and 3, all; 

Secs. 10 and 11 (fractional), all; 


Sec. 12. all: 

Secs. 13. 14 and 24 (fractional), all. 

Containing approximately 4,305 acres. 

State Selections A-056424, A-056425, and 
A-056428 

T. 26 S., R. 24 W.. Seward Meridian. Alaska 
(Unsurveyed), 

Sec. 1 (fractional), all. 

Containing approximately 45 acres. 

Aggregating approximately 64,928 
acres of which 56,890 acres were prop¬ 
erly selected by the State prior to the 
lands being withdrawn by the Alaska 
Native Claims Settlement Act. Tenta¬ 
tive approval was granted on 56,880 
acres of which 5 acres are in the Chu- 
gach National Forest and were errone¬ 
ously granted tentative approval by 
decision of October 31, 1963. Further 
action on the subject State selection 
applications, as to those lands not re¬ 
jected herein, will be taken at a later 
date. 

The State of Alaska issued patents 
for lands to which it had received ten¬ 
tative approval. Section 6(g) of the 
Alaska Statehood Act gave the State 
authority to execute conditional leases 
and to make conditional sales of such 
lands. Thus, valid existing rights had 
been created and patents were issued 
to third parties by the State of Alaska. 
These patents shall be accorded the 
same dignity as Federal patents. See 
19 IBLA 178 (March 18, 1975), ANCAB 
No. VLS 75-14 and ANCAB No. VLS 
75-15. 

In view of this. State selection appli¬ 
cations A-056419, A-056420, and A- 
056428 remain in effect, tentative ap¬ 
provals remain valid and village selec¬ 
tion application AA-6694-A is rejected 
as to the following described lands. 

Tract A (patent No. 2999), Tract B (patent 
No. 2997). Tract C (patent No. 2998). Tract 
D (patent No. 2995) and Tract E (patent No. 
2996) of Alaska State Land Survey No. 73- 
84. located within section 10 of T. 26 S., R. 
23 W. t Seward Meridian. 

Containing 25 acres. 

Tract A (patent No. 3364) and Tract B 
(patent No. 3362) of Alaska State Land 
Survey No. 74-33, located within sec. 22 of 
T. 26 S.. R. 23 W., Seward Meridian. 

Containing 8.68 acres. 

Tract A, Tract B. Tract C, Tract D and 
Tract E of the Survey of State Lands within 
sec. 33 of T. 26 S.. R. 22 W.. Seward Merid¬ 
ian and secs. 4 and 5 of T. 27 S.. R. 22 W.. 
Seward Meridian per plat No. 68-11. Serial 
No. 68-1296, filed in the Kodiak Recording 
District (patent No. 851). 

Containing 151.58 acres. 

Port Lions Alaska Subdivision (Port Lions 
Townsite) located in U.S. Survey 5509 (Ts. 
26 and 27 S.. R. 22 W., Seward Meridian): 


Lot 

Block 

Patent 

ADL No. 

l and 2. 

1 

726 

33783 

3.. 

1 

646 

30682 

4—... 

1 

648 

30687 

1.... 

2 

659 

30711 

2 and 3__ 

2 

625 

30726. 30727 


2 

630 

30714 

5. 

2 

640 

30694 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 42, NO. 241—THURSDAY, DECEMBER 15, 1977 














63226 


NOTICES 


Lot 

Block 

Patent 

ADL No. 

A 

2 

641 

30693 

7. 

2 

653 

30695 

8 to 15. Inclusive 

2 

726 

33783 

1 and 2 . 

3 

627 

30720, 30721 

3. 

3 

664 

30724 

4 .. 

3 

643 

30686 

5. 

3 

649 

30688 

6 . 7 and 8 . 

3 

815 

33034 

g. 

3 

665 

30725 

10 and 11 . 

3 

815 

33034 

1 to 5. inclusive.. 

4 

815 

33034 

2 .- 

5 

815 

33034 

3.. 

5 

666 

30715 

1 . 

7 

776 

39117 

2 ... 

7 

667 

30716 


7 

661 

30718 

4 and .. 

7 

668 

30707. 30708 

6 ... 

7 

726 

33783 

7.,,,- 

7 

639 

30696 

8 . 

7 

647 

30681 

1 . 

8 

631 

30713 

2 and 3.... 

8 

726 

33783 

4.-. 

8 

656 

30701 

5____ 

8 

726 

33783 

6 . 

8 

626 

30699 

7.... 

8 

736 

38242 

8 .... 

8 

638 

30698 


8 

657 

30709 

i\ZZZ'.'Z \zzzz 

9 

636 

30703 

2 ,...~.-. 

9 

660 

30717 


9 

651 

30691 


9 

645 

30684 

fi .. 

9 

629 

30719 

6 *"”".'. 

9 

642 

30689 

7 and 8 .... 

9 

726 

33783 

9 

9 

663 

30723 

1, 2 . and 3. 

10 

726 

33783 

4...... 

10 

652 

30692 

5____ 

10 

634 

30705 

6 ... 

* 10 

654 

30697 

7__ 

10 

633 

30706 

8 . . . 

10 

644 

30685 

9 . 10 . and 11 .... 

10 

726 

33783 


11 

662 

30722 

2’""”"!!””"..’.". 

11 

658 

30710 


11 

655 

30700 

iZZ . 

12 

635 

30704 

2... 

12 

628 

30683 

3.. 

12 

726 

33783 


12 

632 

30712 

* 

12 

637 

30702 

6 ... 

12 

650 

30690 

1 to 9. inclusive.. 

13 

726 

33783 

1 .. 

14 

726 

33783 

2 to 7. inclusive.. 

14 

815 

33034 


Containing 36.66 acres. 

Port Lions Cemetery Reserve located In 
U.S. Survey 5509 (patent No. 726. ADL 
33783). 

Containing 8.30 acres. 

Quitclaim deed of February 20. 1967. for 
the School Reserve (Port Lions Alaska Sub¬ 
division). 

Containing 19.46 acres. 

Total aggregate acreage. 249.68 acres. 

As to the lands described below, the 
application, as amended, submitted by 
the Port Lions Native Corp. is proper¬ 
ly filed and meets the requirements of 
the Alaska Native Claims Settlement 
Act and of the regulations issued pur¬ 
suant thereto. These lands do not in¬ 
clude any lawful entry perfected 
under or being maintained in compli¬ 
ance with laws leading to acquisition 
of title. 

This decision approves approximate¬ 
ly 8,010 acres of national forest lands 
for conveyance to the Port Lions 
Native Corp., for a cumulative total of 
approximately 8,010 acres and ap¬ 
proximately 56.890 acres of land that 
has been properly selected by and ten¬ 
tatively approved in part to the State, 
for a cumulative total of 56,890 acres. 


Neither of these exceed the 69,120 
acres permitted under section 12(a)(1). 

In view of the foregoing, the surface 
estate of the following described lands, 
selected pursuant to section 12(a), ag¬ 
gregating approximately 64,926 acres, 
is considered proper for acquisition by 
the Port Lions Native Corp., and is 
hereby approved for conveyance pur¬ 
suant to section 14(a) of the Alaska 
Native Claims Settlement Act: 

Lands Outside the Chugach National 
Forest 


Lot Block Patent ADL No. 


8 .. 10 

9. 10. and 11. 10 

1. U 

2 ..~. 11 

3 .~ 11 

1...-.. 12 

2 .. 12 

3 __ 12 

4 . ... 12 

5. 12 

6--- 12 

1 to 9. Inclusive.. 13 

l..~. 14 

2 to 7. Inclusive.. 14 


644 

30685 

726 

33783 

662 

30722 

658 

30710 

655 

30700 

635 

30704 

628 

30683 

726 

33783 

632 

30712 

637 

30702 

650 

30690 

726 

33783 

726 

33783 

815 

33034 


U.S. Survey No. 2353 situated on the 
south shore of Dry Spruce Bay, north side 
of Kodiak Island. 


Containing 1,705.20 acres. 

Seward Meridian. Alaska (Unsurveyed) 


Containing 8.58 acres. 

U.S. Survey No. 2423 situated on Dry 
Spruce Bay. west side of Kodiak Island. 

Containing 2.63 acres. 

U.S. Survey No. 5707, Alaska, extending 
approximately 1 mile southwest from Port 
Bailey on Kodiak Island, that portion lying 
within protracted Sections 7. 8 and 17 of T. 
26 S.. R. 23 W., Seward Meridian. 

Containing approximately 15 acres. 

U.S. Survey No. 5509. Alaska, situated on 
the westerly side of Settler Cove at Port 
Lions, Alaska and adjoining U.S. Survey No. 
1736, except: Quitclaim deed of February 20. 
1967 for the School Reserve (Port Lions 
Alaska Subdivision); Port Lions Cemetery 
Reserve (patent No. 726. ADL 33783); and 
Port Lions Alaska Subdivision (Port Lions 
Townsite): 


Lot 

Block 

Patent 

ADL No. 

1 and 2 . 

1 

726 

33783 

3..... 

1 

646 

30682 

4. 

1 

648 

30687 


2 

659 

30711 

2 and 3... 

2 

625 * 

30726. 30727 


2 

630 

30714 


2 

640 

30694 


2 

641 

30693 

7 .... fM - 

2 

653 

30695 

8 to 15. inclusive 

2 

726 

33783 

1 and 2 . 

3 

627 

30720. 30721 

3 .. 

3 

664 

30724 


3 

643 

30686 

5. 

3 

649 

30688 

6 . 7 and 8 . 

3 

815 

33034 

9. 

3 

665 

30725 

10 and 11 .. 

3 

815 

33034 

1 to 5. inclusive.. 

4 

815 

33034 

2 . 

5 

815 

33034 


5 

666 

30715 

1 .—. 

7 

776 

39117 

2 - 

7 

667 

30716 

3.. 

7 

661 

30718 

4 and 5.... 

7 

668 

30707. 30708 

6 .. 

7 

726 

33783 

7- 

7 

639 

30696 

8 .. 

7 

647 

30681 

i. 

8 

631 

30713 

2 and 3.. 

8 

726 

33783 

4...* 

8 

656 

30701 

5.. 

8 

728 

33783 

6 . 

8 

626 

30699 


8 

736 

38242 

8 "IZZIZII" 

8 

638 

30698 

9__ 

8 

657 

30709 

1 -- 

9 

636 

30703 

2 .. 

9 

660 

30717 

3. 

9 

651 

30691 

4.... 

9 

645 

30684 

.... 

9 

629 

30719 


9 

642 

30689 

7 and 

9 

726 

33783 

9.. 

9 

663 

30723 

l. 2. and 3. 

10 

726 

33783 

4.. 

10 

652 

30692 

5. 

10 

634 

30705 

6 . 

10 

654 

30697 


10 

633 

30706 


T. 26 S.. R. 22 W., 

Secs. 1. 2 and 3. all; 

Sec. 4 (fractional), all; 

Secs. 7 to 10 (fractional), inclusive, all; 

Secs. 11 and 12. all; 

Secs. 13 and 14 (fractional), all; 

Sec. 15 (fractional), excluding Native allot¬ 
ment AA-7Q80; 

Sec. 16 (fractional), all: 

Secs. 17 to 21. inclusive, all; 

Sec. 22, excluding U.S. Survey 5509; 

Sec. 23 (fractional), excluding Native allot¬ 
ment AA-7081; 

Sec. 26 (fractional), excluding U.S. Survey 
5509: 

Sec. 27 (fractional), excluding U.S. Survey 
5509: 

Sec. 28. excluding U.S. Survey 5509; 

Sec. 29. excluding U.S. Survey 5509; 

Secs. 30 and 31. all; 

Sec. 32, excluding U.S. Survey 5509; 

Sec. 33 (fractional), excluding U.S. Survey 
5509 and State patent No. 851 (ADL 
33034) (described as Tract B of State 
lands per plat No. 68-11, serial No. 68- 
1296, filed In the Kodiak Recording Dis¬ 
trict); 

Sec. 34 (fractional), excluding U.S. Survey 
5509. n 

Containing approximately 12,238 acres. 

T. 27 S.. R. 22 W.. 

Secs. 1 and 2 (fractional), all; 

Sec. 4 (fractional), except State patent No. 
851 (ADL 33034) (described as Tracts A. 
B. C, D and E of State lands per plat 68- 
11, serial No. 68-1296. filed in the 
Kodiak Recording District), and exclud¬ 
ing U.S. Survey 2005; 

Sec. 5 (fractional), except State patent No. 
851 (ADL 33034) (described as Tract A 
of State lands per plat No. 68-11, Serial 
No. 68-1296, filed in the Kodiak Record¬ 
ing District), and excluding U.S. Survey 
1736 and U.S. Survey 5509; 

Sec. 6, excluding U.S. Survey 1736 and 
U.S. Survey 5509; 

Sec. 7. excluding U.S. Survey 1736; 

Sec. 8 (fractional), excluding U.S. Survey 
1736 and Native allotment AA-7084; 

Secs. 10 to 13 (fractional), inclusive, all; 

Sec. 14. all; 

Secs. 15 and 16 (fractional), all: 

Sec. 17 (fractional), excluding Native allot¬ 
ment AA-7329 Parcel C; 

Sec. 18 (fractional), excluding Native allot¬ 
ment AA-7329 Parcel C; 

Sec. 19 (fractional), excluding U.S. Survey 
327 and U.S. Survey 5697 (Native allot¬ 
ment AA-5970 Parcel A); 

Sec. 21 (fractional), all; 

Secs. 22 to 26. inclusive, all; 

Sec. 27. excluding Native allotments AA- 
7471 Parcel A and AA-7563 Parcel B; 

Sec. 28 (fractional), excluding Native allot¬ 
ments AA-7471 Parcel A and AA-7563 
Parcel B; 
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Sec. 30 (fractional), all; 

Sec. 31 (fractional), excluding Native allot¬ 
ments AA-7082 and AA-7352: 

Sec. 32 (fractional), excluding Natbieallot¬ 
ments AA-7082 and AA-7352; 

Sec. 33 (fractional), all; 

Secs. 34, 35 and 36. all. 

Containing approximately 11,409 acres. 

T. 28 S.. R. 22 W.. 

Sec. 3. all; 

Sec. 4 (fractional), all; 

Sec. 6 (fractional), excluding Native allot¬ 
ment AA-7317 Parcels A and B; 

Secs. 7 and 9 (fractional), all; 

Secs. 16, 17 and 18 (fractional), all; 

Sec. 19, all; 

Secs. 20. 21, 28 and 29 (fractional), all. 

Containing approximately 4,473 acres. 

T. 24 S.. R. 23 W.. 

Sec. 18 (fractional), excluding U.S. Survey 
2382; 

Sec. 19. excluding U.S. Survey 2382; 

Sec. 20 (fractional), that portion outside 
Chugach National Forest, excluding 
U.S. Survey 2382 and Native allotment 
AA-7071 Parcel B; 

Sec. 29 (fractional), excluding U.S. Survey 
2334 and Native allotment AA-7071 
ParcelB; 

Secs. 30 and 31, all; 

Sec. 32 (fractional), all; 

Sec. 33 (fractional), excluding UJS. Survey 
2258 and U.S. Survey 2972. 

Containing approximately 3,222 acres. 

T. 25 S.. R. 23 W.. 

Sec. 4 (fractional), that portion outside 
Chugach National Forest; 

Sec. 5 (fractional), excluding U.S. Survey 
2972; 

Secs. 6 and 7, all; 

Secs. 8. 9 and 10 (fractional), all; 

Sec. 11 (fractional), that portion outside 
Chugach National Forest, excluding 
U.S. Survey 4966; 

Sec. 13 (fractional), that portion outside 
Chugach National Forest, excluding 
Native allotments AA-7725 and AA- 
7355; 

Sec. 14 (fractional), excluding Native allot¬ 
ment AA-7725; 

Secs. 15 to 18. inclusive, all; 

Secs. 19 and 20 (fractional), all; 

Secs. 21. 22 and 23. all; 

Sec. 24 (fractional), excluding Native allot¬ 
ments AA-7355, AA-7356 and AA-7079 
Parcel A; 

Sec. 25 (fractional), excluding Native allot¬ 
ments AA-7354 and AA-8061; - 

Sec. 26 (fractional), excluding Native allot¬ 
ment AA-7534; 

Sec. 27 (fractional), excluding Alaska 
Native Claims Settlement Act 3(e) appli¬ 
cation AA-14644; 

Secs. 28 and 29 (fractional), all. 

Secs. 31, 32 and 36 (fractional), all. 

Containing approximately 10,020 acres. 

T. 26 S.. R. 23 W.. 

Secs. 1 to 4 (fractional), inclusive, all; 

Sec. 5 (fractional), excluding Native allot¬ 
ment AA-7086: 

Sec. 6 (fractional), excluding Alaska 
Native Claims Settlement Act 3(e) appli¬ 
cation AA-12831; 

Sec. 7 (fractional), excluding U.S. Survey 
2424. U.S. Survey 2423 and U.S. Survey 
5707; 

Sec. 8 (fractional), excluding U.S. Survey 
2423, U.S. Survey 2352, U.S. Survey 2292 
and U.S. Survey 5707; 


Sec. 9 (fractional), all; 

Sec. 10 (fractional), except State patent 
Nos. 2999 (ADL 52609) described as 
Tract A of ASLS 73-84. 2997 (ADL 
52611) described as Tract B of ASLS 73- 
84, 2998 (ADL 52610) described as Tract 
C of ASLS 73-84. 2995 (ADL 52613) de¬ 
scribed as Tract D of ASLS 73-84 and 
2996 (ADL 52612) described as Tract E 
of ASLS 73-84; 

Secs. 11 and 12 (fractional), all 

Sec. 15 (fractional), all; 

Sec. 16 (fractional), excluding U.S. Survey 
2353; 

Sec. 17 (fractional), excluding U.S. Survey 
2292 and U.S. Survey 5707: 

Sec. 21 (fractional), all; 

Sec. 22 (fractional), except State patent 
Nos. 3364 (ADL 52949) described as 
Tract A of ASLS 74-33 and 3362 (ADL 
52843) described as Tract B of ASLS 74- 
33; 

Sec. 27. ail. 

Containing approximately 5,673 acres. 

T. 27 S.. R. 23 W.. 

Secs. 23 to 26. inclusive, all. 

Containing approximately 2,560 acres. 

T. 28 S.. R. 23 W.. 

Sec. 1. excluding Native allotment AA- 
7317 Parcel B; 

Sec. 12. all. 

Containing approximately 1,240 acres. 

T. 25 S.. R. 24 W.. 

Secs. 1. 2. and 3, all; 

Secs. 10 and 11 (fractional), all; 

Sec. 12. all; 

Secs. 13, 14. and 24 (fractional), all; 

Containing approximately 4,305 acres. 

T. 26 S.. R. 24 W.. 

Sec. 1 (fractional), excluding Alaska 
Native Claims Settlement Act 3(e) appli¬ 
cation AA-12830. 

Containing approximately 45 acres. 

Aggregated acreage outside the Chugach 
National Forest, approximately 56,916 acres. 

Lands Within Chugach NationalPorjbst 

T. 24 S.. R. 23 W.. 

Secs. 1, 2. and 3. all; 

Secs. 9 and 10 (fractional), all; 

Secs. 12 and 13. all; 

Sec. 16 (fractional), all: 

Secs. 17 and 20 (fractional), those portions 
within Chugach National Forest; 

Sec. 34 (fractional), all; 

Sec. 36, all. 

Containing approximately 6.080 acres. 

T. 25 S.. R. 23 W.. 

Secs. 1. 2, and 3 (fractional), all; 

Secs. 4 and 11 (fractional), those portions 
within Chugach National Forest; 

Sec. 12 (fractional), all; 

Sec. 13 (fractional), that portion within 
Chugach National Forest. 

Containing approximately 1,930 acres. 

Aggregated acreage within the Chugach 
National Forest, approximately 8,010 acres. 

The conveyance issued for the sur¬ 
face estate of the lands described 
above shall contain the following res¬ 
ervations to the United States: 

1. A right-of-way thereon for ditches and 
canals constructed by the authority of the 
United States, as prescribed and directed by 
the act of August 30, 1890, 26 Stat. 391, 43 

U. S.C. 945; 


2. A right-of-way thereon for the construc¬ 
tion of railroads, telegraph, and telephone 
lines, as prescribed and directed by the act 
of March 12. 1914, 38 Stat. 305, 43 U.S.C. 
975d* 

3. Those rights for water pipeline pur¬ 
poses as have been granted to Wakefield 
Fisheries, Inc., its successors or assigns, by 
right-of-way A-015104, located on Raspber¬ 
ry Island, under the act of February 15, 
1901 (31 Stat. 790; 43 U.S.C. 959); 

4. The subsurface estate therein, and all 
rights, privileges, immunities, and appurte¬ 
nances. of whatsoever nature, accruing unto 
said estate pursuant to the Alaska Native 
Claims Settlement Act of December 18. 1971 
(85 Stat. 688. 704; 43 U.S.C. 1601. 1613(f) 
(Supp. V, 1975)); and 

5. Pursuant to section 17(b) of the Alaska 
Native Claims Settlement Act of December 
18, 1971 (85 Stat. 688. 708; 43 U.S.C. 1601, 
1616(b) (Supp. V, 1975)), the following 
public easements, referenced by easement 
identification number (EIN) on the ease¬ 
ment maps in case file AA-6694-EE, are re¬ 
served to the United States and subject to 
further regulation thereby: 

(a) (EIN D9 1) An easement for a pro¬ 
posed access trail twenty-five (25) feet in 
width from the mouth of Malina Creek on 
Shelikof Strait southeasterly along the 
right bank of Malina Creek and the north 
shore of Lower and Upper Malina Lakes to 
its terminus with trail EIN D9 4 (the Mus- 
komee Bay-Afognak Lake trail). The usage 
of roads and trails will be controlled by ap¬ 
plicable State or Federal law or regulation. 

(b) (EIN D9 4) An easement for an exist¬ 
ing access trail twenty-five (25) feet In width 
from Muskomee Bay northeasterly to the 
junction of trail easements D9 22. S 2 and O 
1. The usage of roads and trails wall be con¬ 
trolled by applicable State or Federal law or 
regulation. 

(c) (EIN D9 6) A site easement upland of 
the ordinary high water mark in section 7, 
T. 25 S.. R. 23 W., Seward Meridian, on the 
south shore of Selief Lake at the outlet of 
the lake. The site is twenty-five (25) feet by 
one thousand (1,000) feet in size with an ad¬ 
ditional twenty-five (25) foot wide easement 
on the bed of the lake along the entire wa¬ 
terfront of the site. The site is for vehicle 
use and lake access purposes. 

(d) (EIN D9 6a) A streamside easement 
tw’enty-tive (25) feet in w idth upland of and 
parallel to the ordinary high water mark on 
all banks and an easement on the entire bed 
of Selief Creek from Selief Bay upstream to 
Selief Lake. Purpose is to provide for public 
use of waters having highly significant pre¬ 
sent recreational use. 

(e) (EIN D9 13) A site easement upland of 
the ordinary high water mark in section 25, 
T. 27 S.. R. 23 W.. Seward Meridian, at the 
outlet of Barabara Lake. The site is one (I) 
acre in size with an additional twenty-five 
(25) foot by five hundred (500) foot exten¬ 
sion along the shore on each side of the site 
and a twenty-five (25) foot easement on the 
bed of the lake along the entire waterfront 
of the site and extensions. The site is for 
camping and vehicle use. 

(f) (EIN D9 14) An easement for a pro¬ 
posed access trail twenty-five (25) feet in 
width along the right bank of Barabara 
Creek from Barabara Cove southwesterly to 
Barabara Lake and site EIN D9 13 and ex¬ 
tending along the south shore of Barabara 
Lake westerly to public lands. The usage of 
roads and trails will be controlled by appli¬ 
cable State or Federal law or regulation. 

(g) (EIN D9 24) A one (1) acre site ease¬ 
ment upland of the mean high tide line in 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 42, NO. 241—THURSDAY, DECEMBER 15, 1977 






63228 


NOTICES 


section 10, T. 24 S.. R. 23 W.. Seward Merid¬ 
ian. at the head of Muskomee Bay. The site 
is for camping, staging and vehicle use. 

(h) (EIN D9 24a) An easement for a pro¬ 
posed, access trail twenty-five (25) feet in 
width from site EIN D9 24 on Muskomee 
Bay southeasterly to public lands. The 
usage of roads and trails will be controlled 
by applicable State or Federal law or regula¬ 
tion. 

(i) (EIN D9 26) An easement for a pro¬ 
posed access trail twenty-five (25) feet in 
width from Whale Passage southwesterly to 
public lands. The usage of roads and trails 
will be controlled by applicable State or 
Federal law or regulation. 

(j) (EIN D9 27) A site easement upland of 
the ordinary high water mark in section 27. 
T. 26 S.. R. 23 W.. Seward Meridian on trail 
EIN D9 ?7a near the north end of an un¬ 
named lake. The site is one (1) acre in size 
with an additional twenty-five (25) foot by 
five hundred (500) foot extension along the 
shore on each side of the site and a twenty- 
five (25) foot easement on the bed of the 
lake along the entire waterfront of the site 
and extensions. The site is for camping, 
staging and vehicle use. 

(k) (EIN D9 27a) An easement for a pro¬ 
posed access trail twenty-five (25) feet in 
width from Dry Spruce Bay southerly to 
site EIN D9 27. then southeasterly to public 
lands. The usage of roads and trails will be 
controlled by applicable State or Federal 
law or regulation. 

(l) (EIN D9 28) An easement for a pro¬ 
posed access trail twenty-five (25) feet in 
width from Settler Cove westerly to public 
lands. The usage of roads and trails will be 
controlled by applicable State or Federal 
law or regulation. 

(m) (EIN D9 38) An easement for a pro¬ 
posed access trail twenty-five (25) feet in 
width from Kizhuyak Bay westerly to 
public lands. The usage of roads and trails 
will be controlled by applicable State or 
Federal law or regulation. 

(n) (EIN D9 39) A streamside easement 
twenty-five (25) feet in width upland of and 
parallel to the ordinary high water mark on 
all banks and an easement on the entire bed 
of Kizhuyak Creek from Kizhuyak Bay 
southerly to public lands. Purpose is to pro¬ 
vide for public use of waters having highly 
significant present recreational use. 

(o) (EIN D9 40) A one (1) acre site ease¬ 
ment upland of the mean high tide line in 
section 28. T. 28 S.. R. 22 W.. Seward Merid¬ 
ian. at the mouth of Kizhuyak Creek. The 
site is for camping, staging, and vehicle use. 

(p) (EIN F 24) A one (1) acre site ease¬ 
ment upland of the mean high tide line in 
sections 2 and 3. T. 25 S.. R. 23 W., Seward 
Meridian, in the northwest comer of Was- 
kanareska Bay on the north shore of Rasp¬ 
berry Strait. The site is for camping, stag¬ 
ing. and vehicle use. 

(q) (EIN F 24a) An easement for a pro¬ 
posed access trail twenty-five (25) feet in 
width from the northwest corner of Was- 
kanareska Bay and site EIN F 24 northeast¬ 
erly to public lands. The usage of roads and 
trails will be controlled by applicable State 
or Federal law or regulation. 

(r) (EIN F 25) An easement for a proposed 
access trail twenty-five (25) feet in width 
from the northwest comer of Waskanareska 
Bay at site EIN F 24 northerly to public 
lands in section 25, T. 24 S.. R. 23 W. t 
Seward Meridian. The usage of roads and 
trails will be controlled by applicable State 
or Federal law or regulation. 

(s) (EIN 01) An easement for a proposed 
access trail twenty-five (25) feet in width 


from the Navy recreational camp on the 
north side of Afognak Lake northwesterly 
to the function of trail easements D9 22. S 

2. and D9 4. The usage of roads and trails 
will be controlled by applicable State or 
Federal law or regulation. 

<t) (EIN 07a) An easement for an existing 
access trail twenty-five (25) feet in width 
from Dry Spruce Bay southerly and easterly 
to Settler Cove. The usage of roads and 
irails will be controlled by applicable State 
or Federal law or regulation. 

(u) (EIN 0 8) An easement for an existing 
access trail twenty-five (25) feet in width 
from trail EIN 0 7 in section 11. T. 27 S.. R. 
23 W., Seward Meridian, sourtherly and eas¬ 
terly to public lands in section 34. T. 28 S. f 
R. 22 W.. Seward Meridian. The usage of 
roads and trails will be controlled by appli¬ 
cable State or Federal law or regulation. 

(v) (EIN 0 13) A one (1) acre site easement 
upland of the mean high tide line in section 
7. T. 25 S.. R. 23 W.. Seward Meridian, at 
the head of Selief Bay. The site is for camp¬ 
ing. staging, and vehicle use. 

(w) (EIN PDA continuous linear ease¬ 
ment twenty-five (25) feet in width upland 
of and parallel to the mean high tide line in 
order to provide access to and along the 
marine coastline and use of such shore for 
purposes such as beaching of watercraft or 
aircraft, travel along the shore, recreation, 
and other similar uses. Deviations from the 
waterline are permitted when specific condi¬ 
tions so require, e.g., impassable topography 
or w'aterfronLobstructlon. This easement is 
subject to the right of the owner of the ser¬ 
vient estate to build upon such easement a 
facility for public or private purposes, such 
right to be exercised reasonably and with¬ 
out undue or unnecessary interference with 
or obstruction of the easement. When 
access along the marine coastline easement 
is to be obstructed, the owmer of the ser¬ 
vient estate will be obligated to convey to 
the United States an acceptable alternate 
access route, at no cost to the United States, 
prior to the creation of such obstruction. 

(x) (EIN P 11) The right of the United 
States to enter upon the lands hereinabove 
granted for cadastral, geodetic, or other 
survey purposes is reserved, together with 
the right to do all things necessary in con¬ 
nection therewith. 

<y) (EIN S 2) An easement for a proposed 
access trail twenty-five (25) feet in width 
from the junction of trail easement D9 4, 
D9 22. and 0 1 southerly to public lands. 
The usage of roads and trails will be con¬ 
trolled by applicable State or Federal law or 
regulation. 

(z) (EIN S 3) An easement for a proposed 
access trail twenty-five (25) feet in width 
from trail EIN 0 1 near the northwest 
corner of Afognak Lake northeasterly to 
public lands. The usage of roads and trails 
will be controlled by applicable State or 
Federal law or regulation. 

The grant of lands shall be subject 
to: 

1. Issuance of a patent confirming the 
boundary description of the lands hereina¬ 
bove granted after approval and filing by 
the Bureau of Land Management of the of¬ 
ficial plat of survey covering such lands: 

2. Valid existing rights therein, if any. in¬ 
cluding but not limited to those created by 
any lease (including a lease issued under 
section 6(g) of the Alaska Statehood Act of 
July 7. 1958 (72 Stat. 339, 341: 48 U.S.C. ch. 
2, sec. 6(g) (1970))), contract, permit, right- 
of-way, or easement, and the right to the 


lessee, contractee, permittee, or grantee to 
the complete enjoyment of all rights, privi¬ 
leges. and benefits thereby granted to him: 

3. All the rights, privileges, and the obliga¬ 
tions of the Federal Power Commission li¬ 
cense issued to C.W.C. Fisheries, Inc., under 
sections 4(e) and 10(i) of the Federal Power 
Act of June 10. 1920 (41 Stat. 1063, 1066, 
1070: 16 U.S.C. 792, 797. 803), for the contin¬ 
ued operation and maintenance of Power 
Project No. 1432, located within U.S. Survey 
No. 5707. Alaska. This license terminates on 
October 26. 1988: 

4. The following third-party interests, if 
valid, created and identified by the State of 
Alaska, as provided by section 14(g) of the 
Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act of De¬ 
cember 18. 1971 (85 Stat. 688, 704: 43 U.S.C. 
1601. 1613(g) (Supp. V. 1975)): 

(a) Open-to-entry leases: 

(1) ADL 53269. located in T. 26 S., R. 23 
W.. Seward Meridian, section 10, SV^SWV 4 
and section 15. NVsNWVi. Approximately 5 
acres. 

(2) ADL 52608. located in T. 26 S.. R. 23 
W.. Seward Meridian, section 6. WVfeEVfc. Ap¬ 
proximately 4.75 acres. 

(3) ADL 52597, located in T. 26 S.. R. 23 
W.. Seward Meridian. section 6. 
W^W^NWy* and T. 26 S.. R. 24 W.. section 
1. Ey*E*4NEV«. Approximately 3.5 acres. 

(4) ADL 52566, located in T. 26 S.. R. 23 
W.. Seward Meridian, section 6. S’/iNWV*. 
Approximately 2.33 acres. 

(5) ADL 52831, located in T. 26 S.. R. 23 
W.. Seward Meridian, section 15. NWy». Ap¬ 
proximately 5 acres. 

(6) ADL 52604, located in T. 25 S., R. 23 
W., Sew’ard Meridian, section 5, SV^NWVi. 
Approximately 5 acres. 

(7) ADt 52607. located in T. 25 S.. R. 23 
W.. Seward Meridian, section 24. NVsNEV 4 
(Tract B of ASLS 75-1. containing 1.49 
acres). 

(8) ADL 52578. located in T. 25 S., R. 23. 
W.. Seward Meridian, section 13. S’^SEy* 
and section 24. NViNE^i (Tract A of ASLS 
75-1, containing 1.54 acres). 

(9) ADL 52842, located in T. 25 S.. R. 23 
W.. Seward Meridian, section 8. N^NW‘ 4 . 
Approximately 5 acres. 

(10) ADL 52571. located in T. 25 S.. R. 23 
W.. Seward Meridian, section 8. NE^iNE 1 /* 
and section 9, NWy4NWy4. Approximately 5 

(11) ADL 53037. located in T. 26 S., R. 22 
W., Seward Meridian, section 23, SEyiSWy*. 
Approximately 5 acres. 

(12) ADL 52967. located in T. 26 S.. R. 22 
W.. Seward Meridian, section 23. NE'/4SWV4. 
Approximately 5 acres. 

(13) ADL 52966 located in T. 26 S.. R. 22 
W., Seward Meridian, section 23. EyaSWVi. 
Approximately 5 acres. 

(14) ADL 49612. located within U.S. 

Survey 5509 (T. 26 S.. R. 22 W.. Seward Me¬ 
ridian. section 27, S'/iSWyO. Approximately 
7.42 acres. 

(15) ADL 36998, located within U.S. 

Survey 5509 (T. 26 S.. R. 22 W., Seward Me¬ 
ridian. section 27. S'/iSWyi). Approximately 
15.96 acres. 

(16) ADL 49537. located within U.S. 

Survey 5509 (T. 26 S.. R. 22 W.. Seward Me¬ 
ridian. section 27. WVfc). Approximately 

55.61 acres. 

(b) Letter permit ADL 52629 for entry to 
construct a public road, located within U.S. 
Survey 5509. 

(c) Oil and gas lease, ADL 63666. issued ef¬ 
fective May 1. 1974, located in T. 27 S.. R. 22 
W., Seward Meridian,- section 10. Approxi¬ 
mately 30 acres. 
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5. The following third-party interest cre¬ 
ated and identified by the Chugach Nation¬ 
al Forest, as provided by section 14(g) of the 
Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act of De¬ 
cember 18, 1971 <85 Stat 688, 704; 43 U.S.C. 
1601, 1613(g) (Supp. V, 1975)): 

(a) A special use permit issued to Alaska 
Department of Fish and Game on June 21, 
1962, for the purpose of maintaining a cabin 
to be used in connection with the Afognak 
elk study and located in T. 24 S., R. 23 W., 
Seward Meridian, section 1, at the north¬ 
west end of Afognak Lake. 

6. Requirements of section 22<k) of the 
Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act of De¬ 
cember 18. 1971 (85 Stat. 688. 715; 43 U.S.C. 
1601, 1621(k) (Supp. V. 1975)), that, as to 
the portion of the above-described lands lo¬ 
cated within the boundaries of a national 
forest, (a) until December 18, 1976, the sale 
of any timber from such lands is subject to 
the same restrictions relating to the export 
of timber from the United States as are ap¬ 
plicable to national forest lands in Alaska 
under rules and regulations of the Secretary 
of Agriculture; and (b) until December 18, 
1983, such lands shall be managed under 
the principles of sustained yield and under 
management practices for protection and 
enhancement of environmental quality no 
less stringent than such management prac¬ 
tices on adjacent national forest lands; 

7. Requirements of section 14(c) of the 
Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act of De¬ 
cember 18. 1971 (85 Stat. 688. 703; 43 U.S.C. 
1601, 1613(c) (Supp. V, 1975)), that the 
grantee hereunder convey those portions, if 
any. of the lands hereinabove granted, as 
are prescribed in said section; and 

8. The terms and conditions of the agree¬ 
ment dated November 12, 1976, between the 
Secretary of the Interior, Koniag, Inc., Port 
Lions Native Corporation, and other Koniag 
village corporations. A copy of the agree¬ 
ment shall be attached to and become a part 
of the conveyance document and shall be re¬ 
corded therewith. A copy of the agreement 
is located In the Bureau of Land Manage¬ 
ment easement case file for Port Lions 
Native Corp., serialized AA-6694-EE. Any 
person wishing to examine this agreement 
may do so at the Bureau of Land Manage¬ 
ment, Alaska State Office. 555 Cordova 
Street. Anchorage, Alaska 99501. 

Port Lions Native Corp. is entitled to 
conveyance of 92,160 acres of land se¬ 
lected pursuant to section 12(a) of the 
Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act; 
to date, 64,926 acres of this entitle¬ 
ment have been approved for convey¬ 
ance. The remaining entitlement will 
be conveyed at a later date. Pursuant 
to section 14(f) of the Alaska Native 
Claims Settlement Act, conveyance to 
the subsurface estate of the lands de¬ 
scribed above will be granted to 
Koniag, Inc. at the same time convey¬ 
ance is granted to Port Lions Native 
Corporation for the surface estate and 
shall be subject to the same conditions 
as the surface conveyance. 

There are no inland water bodies 
considered to be navigable within the 
lands described. 

In accordance with Departmental 
regulation 43 CPR 2650.7(d), notice of 
this decision is being published once in 
the Federal Register and once a 
week, for four (4) consecutive weeks, 
in the Anchorage Times and in the 


Kodiak Times. Any party claiming a 
property interest in lands affected by 
this decision may appeal the decision 
to the Alaska Native Claims Appeal 
Board, P.O. Box 2433. Anchorage, 
Alaska 99510 with a copy served upon 
both the Bureau of Land Manage¬ 
ment, Alaska State Office, 555 Cordo¬ 
va Street, Anchorage, Alaska 99501 
and the Regional Solicitor. Office of 
the Solicitor, 510 L Street, Suite 408, 
Anchorage, Alaska 99501, also: 

1. Any party receiving service of this deci¬ 
sion shall have 30 days from the receipt of 
this decision to file an appeal. 

2. Any unknown parties, any parties 
unable to be located after reasonable efforts 
have been expended to locate, and any par¬ 
ties who failed or refused to sign the return 
receipt shall have until January 16. 1978 to 
file an appeal. 

3. Any party known or unknown who may 
claim a property interest which is adversely 
affected by this decision shall be deemed to 
have waived those rights which were ad¬ 
versely affected unless an appeal is timely 
filed with the Alaska Native Claims Appeal 
Board. 

4. If Port Lions Native Corp. or Koniag, 
Inc., objects to any easement which is iden¬ 
tified herein for reservation in the convey¬ 
ance, which is subject to the discretion of 
the State Director and not reserved pursu¬ 
ant to an express Secretarial directive, a pe¬ 
tition for reconsideration must be filed 
within 30 days from receipt of service with 
the State Director. Bureau of Land Manage¬ 
ment, 555 Cordova Street. Anchorage. 
Alaska 99501. A copy of the petition should 
be served upon the Regional Solicitor, 
Office of the Solicitor, 510 L Street. Suite 
408, Anchorage, Alaska 99501. If a petition 
for reconsideration is not filed it will be 
deemed that the right to contest any such 
easement has been waived. 

If an appeal is taken, the adverse 
parties to be served with a copy of the 
notice of appeal are: 

Port Lions Native Corp., P.O. Box 266, Port 

Lions, Alaska 99550. 

Koniag, Inc., P.O. Box 746, Kodiak, Alaska 

99615. 

State of Alaska, Division of Lands, 323 East 

Fourth Avenue. Anchorage, Alaska 99501. 

To avoid summary dismissal of the 
appeal, there must be strict compli¬ 
ance with the regulations governing 
such appeals. Further information on 
the manner of, and requirements for, 
filing an appeal may be obtained from 
the Bureau of Land Management, 555 
Cordova Street, Anchorage. Alaska 
99501. 

Robert E. Sorenson, 

Chief, Branch of Lands , 
and Minerals Operations. 

[FR Doc. 77-35640 Filed 12-14-77; 8:45 am) 


[ 4310 - 84 ] 

VEHICLE USE DESIGNATIONS 

Amendment to California Desert Vehicle Pro¬ 
gram (BLM’s Interim Critical Management 

Program for Vehicle Use on the California 

Desert) 

The California Desert Vehicle Pro¬ 
gram, first implemented on November 
1, 1973, is designed to implement Ex¬ 
ecutive Order No. 11644 of February 8, 
1972, which requires management of 
off-road vehicles on all Federal lands. 

In accordance with decisions made in 
the Red Mountain Planning Unit 
Management Framework Plan signed 
May 14. 1976, and 43 CFR 6010.3, 
notice is hereby given of amended ve¬ 
hicle use designations in northwestern 
San Bernardino County, Calif. These 
amended designations were arrived at 
through comprehensive study which 
included a large amount of public in¬ 
volvement and input. 

1. Argus Range—Changed from “existing 
roads and trails’* to “closed to vehicle use.” 

2. Town of Red Mountain Vicinity— 
Changed from “designated roads and trails” 
to limit travel to public roads. 

3. Golden Valley—Changed from “existing 
roads and trails” to “restricted to designat¬ 
ed roads and trails.” 

4. Lava Mountains—Changed from “exist¬ 
ing roads and trails” to “closed to vehicle 
use." 

5. Black Hills—Changed from “existing 
roads and trails" to “restricted to designat¬ 
ed roads and trails.” 

6. Christmas Canyon—Changed from 
“open area” to “restricted to designated 
roads and trails.” 

7. Fremont Peak Area—Remains “restrict¬ 
ed to existing roads and trails” but suspends 
use for competitive events. 

8. Harper Lake Area—Changed from 
public roads limitation to "restricted to ex¬ 
isting roads and trails.” 

9. Fremont Research Natural Area- 
Changed from "existing roads and trails" to 
“restricted to designated roads and trails.” 

Information and maps showing the 
above amendments may be obtained 
by requesting a copy of the Red Moun¬ 
tain Management Framework Plan at 
the Bureau of Land Management. 1695 
Spruce Street. Riverside. Calif. 92507, 
or 831 Barstow Road. Barstow, Calif. 
92311. The California Desert Vehicle 
Program map is being reprinted to re¬ 
flect these changes. Effective date: 
These amended designations shall 
become effective upon publication. 

Dated: December 2, 1977. 

Gerald E. Hillier, 

District Manager , Riverside. 

(FR Doc. 77-35763 Filed 12-14-77; 8:45 am) 
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[ 4310 - 84 ] 

[Colorado 25097-RW] 

COLORADO INTERSTATE GAS CO. 

Pipeline Application; Correction 

In FR Doc. 77-31248, appearing on 
page 56806, in the issue of Friday, Oc¬ 
tober 28, 1977, the legal description 
was incorrectly stated as Sections 27 
and 35. The legal description should 
have been Sections 27 and 34, T. 12 N., 
R. 99 W.. 6th P.M. 

Dated: December 8. 1977. 

Andrew W. Heard. Jr., 
Leader , Craig Team, 
Branch of Adjudication, 
[FR Doc. 77-35764 Filed 12-14-77; 8:45 am] 


[ 4310 - 84 ] 

[NM 32212] 

NEW MEXICO 
Notice of Application 

December 6, 1977. 

Notice is hereby given that, pursu¬ 
ant to section 28 of the Mineral Leas¬ 
ing Act of 1920 (30 U.S.C. 185), as 
amended by the Act of November 16, 
1973 (87 Stat. 576), El Paso Natural 
Gas Co. has applied for two 4Vfe-inch 
natural gas pipelines right-of-way 
across the following land: 

New Mexico Principal Meridian, N. Mex. 
T 23 S R 25 E 

Sec. 14. W^NWV 4 and NW*/ 4 SWV 4 ; 

Sec. 15. lots 9. 15. and 16; and 

Sec. 22. NWViNE*. 

These pipelines will convey natural 
gas across 1.245 miles of public land in 
Eddy County, N. Mex. 

The purpose of this notice is to 
inform the public that the Bureau will 
be proceeding with consideration of 
whether the application should be ap¬ 
proved, and. if so, under what terms 
and conditions. 

Interested persons desiring to ex¬ 
press their views should promptly 
send their name and address to the 
District Manager, Bureau of Land 
Management. P.O. Box 1397, Roswell, 
N. Mex. 88201. 

Fred E. Padilla, 
Chief, Branch of Lands 
and Minerals Operations. 

[FR Doc. 77-35752 Filed 12-14-77; 8:45 am] 


[ 4310 - 84 ] 

[NM 32239 and 32240] 

NEW MEXICO 
Notlc* of Applications 

December 6, 1977. 

Notice is hereby given that, pursu¬ 
ant to section 28 of the Mineral Leas¬ 
ing Act of 1920 (30 U.S.C. 185), as 
amended by the Act of November 16. 
1973 (87 Stat. 576), El Paso Natural 


Gas Co. has applied for one 4 ! /2-inch 
and one 8%-inch natural gas pipeline 
rights-of-way across the following 
lands: 

New Mexico Principal Meridian, N. Mex. 

T. 25 N.. R. 9 W. 

Sec. 19. SE»/4SW*/4 and SV^SE%; 

Sec. 20. WV^SWVV. and 

Sec. 30. lot 1 and NE^NW‘4. 

T. 25 N.. R. 10 W. 

Sec. 25. NEftNEft. 

T. 28 N.. R. 7 W. 

Sec. 7. lot 4. 

T. 29 N.. R. 7 W. 

Sec. 31. lot 8. SE'ASWtt. NWViSEVi. and 
SV2SEV4. 

T. 28 N.. R. 8 W. 

Sec. 11, lots 1. 3, and SVfcSV^; 

Sec. 12, lots 1. 2, 3. and 4; and 

Sec. 15. SE^NWtt and NVaSWtt. 

These pipelines will convey natural 
gas across 5.091 miles of public lands 
in Rio Arriba and San Juan Counties, 
N. Mex. 

The purpose of this notice is to 
inform the public that the Bureau will 
be proceeding with consideration of 
whether the applications should be ap¬ 
proved, and, if so, under what terms 
and conditions. 

Interested persons desiring to ex¬ 
press their views should promptly 
send their name and address to the 
District Manager, Bureau of Land 
Management. P.O. Box 6770, Albu¬ 
querque, N. Mex. 87107. 

Fred E. Padilla, 

Chief Branch of Lands 
and Minerals Operations. 

[FR Doc. 77-35751 Filed 12-14-77; 8:45 am] 


[ 7020 - 02 ] 

INTERNATIONAL TRADE 
COMMISSION 

[Investigation No. 337-TA-35] 

CERTAIN MOLDED GOLF BALLS 
Notk* of Praheoring Conference and Hearing 

Notice is hereby given that a Pre- 
hearing Conference will be held in 
connection with the above styled in¬ 
vestigation at 10 a.m. on January 10, 
1978, in the Hearing Room of the Ad¬ 
ministrative Law Judge, room 610 Bi¬ 
centennial Building. 600 E Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. On or before Janu¬ 
ary 6, 1978, the parties will have com¬ 
pleted service of Prehearing Confer¬ 
ence Statements by order of the Pre¬ 
siding Officer. The purpose of this 
Prehearing Conference is to review 
such statements, complete the ex¬ 
change of exhibits, and resolve any 
other necessary matters in prepara¬ 
tion for the hearing. 

Notice is also given that the hearing 
in this proceeding will commence at 10 
a.m. on January 17, 1978, in the Hear¬ 
ing Room of the Administrative Law 
Judge, room 610 Bicentennial Build¬ 
ing, 600 E Street NW., Washington. 
D.C., and will continue daily until 
completed. 


The Secretary shall serve a copy of 
this Notice upon all parties of record, 
and shall publish this Notice in the 
Federal Register. 

Issued: December 7. 1977. 

Judge Myron R. Renick. 

Presiding Officer. 

[FR Doc. 77-35728 Filed 12-14-77; 8:45 am] 

[ 7020 - 02 ] 

[AA1921-174 and 175] 

SACCHARIN FROM JAPAN AND THE REPUBLIC 
OF KOREA 

Dafarminofiont of No Injury or Likelihood 
Thereof 

On September 9, 1977, the United 
States International Trade Commis¬ 
sion received advice from the Depart¬ 
ment of the Treasury that saccharin 
from Japan and the Republic of Korea 
(except that produced by Asian 
Chemical Co., Ltd. of Japan) is being, 
or is likely to be, sold at less than fair 
value within the meaning of the Anti¬ 
dumping Act, 1921, as amended (19 
U.S.C. 160(a)). Accordingly, on Sep¬ 
tember 23, 1977, the Commission insti¬ 
tuted investigations Nos. AA1921-174 
and 175 under section 201(a) of said 
act to determine whether an industry 
in the United States is being or is 
likely to be injured, or is prevented 
from being established, by reason of 
the importation of such merchandise 
into the United States. 

Notice of the institution of the in¬ 
vestigations and of the public hearing 
held in connection therewith was pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register on Sep¬ 
tember 28. 1977 (42 FR 49849). On Oc¬ 
tober 26, 1977, a hearing was held in 
Washington, D.C., at which all inter¬ 
ested parties were provided an oppor¬ 
tunity to appear by counsel or in 
person. 

In arriving at its determinations, the 
Commission gave due consideration to 
all written submissions from interest¬ 
ed parties and information adduced at 
the hearing as well as information pro¬ 
vided by the Department of the Trea¬ 
sury and data obtained by the Com¬ 
mission’s staff from questionnaires, 
personal interviews, and other sources. 

On the basis of information devel¬ 
oped during the course of its investiga¬ 
tions. the Commission has unanimous¬ 
ly determined that an industry in the 
United States is not being injured and 
is not likely to be injured, and is not 
prevented from being established, by 
reason of the importation of saccharin 
from Japan or from the Republic of 
Korea* that is being, or is likely to be, 
sold at less than fair value within the 
meaning of the Antidumping Act, 
1921, as amended. 


•Commissioners Moore and Bedell deter¬ 
mine in the negative with respect to both 
Japan and the Republic of Korea whether 
less-than-falr-value imports from those 
countries are considered separately or col¬ 
lectively. 
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Statement of Reasons for the Nega¬ 
tive Determinations of Vice Chair¬ 
man Joseph O. Parker and Commis¬ 
sioners George M. Moore. Cather¬ 
ine Bedell, and Italo H. Ablondi 

On September 9, 1977, the United 
States International Trade Commis¬ 
sion received advice from the Depart¬ 
ment of the Treasury that saccharin 
from Japan, with the exception of sac¬ 
charin produced by Aisan Chemical 
Co., Ltd., and saccharin from the Re¬ 
public of Korea is being, or is likely to 
be, sold in the Uni ted States at less 
than fair value (LTFV) within the 
meaning of the Antidumping Act, 
1921, as amended (19 U.S.C. 160(a)). 
Accordingly, on September 23. 1977, 
the Commission instituted investiga¬ 
tions Nos. AA1921-174 and 175 under 
section 201(a) of said act to determine 
whether an industry in the United 
States is being or is likely to be in¬ 
jured, or is prevented from being es¬ 
tablished, by reason of the importa¬ 
tion of such merchandise into the 
United States. 

In order to find in the affirmative in 
these investigations, the Commission 
must find that two conditions are sat¬ 
isfied. First, it must find that an in¬ 
dustry in the United States is being or 
is likely to be injured or is prevented 
from being established. Second, any 
injury or likelihood of injury must be 
by reason of the importation into the 
United States of the class or kind of 
foreign merchandise which Treasury 
has determined is being, or is likely to 
be, sold at LTFV within the meaning 
of the Antidumping Act, 1921, as 
amended. 

determination 

On the basis of the information ob¬ 
tained in the investigations we deter¬ 
mined that an industry in the United 
States is not being and is not likely to 
be injured and is not prevented from 
being established* by reason of the im¬ 
portation of saccharin from Japan or 
the Republic of Korea which is being, 
or is likely to be. sold at LTFV.* 

THE IMPORTED ARTICLE AND THE 
DOMESTIC INDUSTRY 

Soluble sodium saccharin in granu¬ 
lar and powder forms, the imported 
article which Treasury found to be 
sold at LTFV, is an artificial, nonca¬ 
loric, nonnutritive sweetener, which is 
manufactured from petroleum based 
organic chemicals. 


‘Prevention of establishment of an indus¬ 
try is not an issue in these investigations 
and will not be discussed further. 

•Commissioner Moore's and Commissioner 
Bedell's determinations are based on LTFV 
imports from Japan or from the Republic of 
Korea whether considered separately or col¬ 
lectively. 


In making these determinations we 
have considered the U.S. industry to 
consist of the facilities in the United 
States devoted to the production of 
saccharin. Sherwin-Williams Co. is the 
only manufacturer of saccharin in the 
United States. All of Sherwin-Wil¬ 
liams* saccharin is produced at its Cin¬ 
cinnati chemical plant. 

LTFV SALES FROM JAPAN AND KOREA 

Treasury examined sales of saccha¬ 
rin from Japan and the Republic of 
Korea during the June 1, 1976-Decem- 
ber 31, 1976 period.* Treasury’s inves¬ 
tigations revealed that 100 percent of 
the sales it examined, except for those 
made by the Japanese firm Aisan 
Chemical Co., were made at LTFV. 
Treasury found a weighted margin of 
a ppro ximately 9.4 percent on the 
LTFV imports from Japan, and 25 per¬ 
cent on the LTFV imports from the 
Republic of Korea. 

NO INJURY OR LIKELIHOOD THEREOF 

In these cases we have found in the 
negative because we do not find injury 
or likelihood of injury to an industry 
in the United States. To the contrary, 
an examination of such indices of 
injury as trends in production, ship¬ 
ments, inventories, market share, em¬ 
ployment, and profits, all clearly show 
that the domestic industry prospered 
during 1974-76 which included the 
period in which Treasury found sales 
at LTFV. Sherwin-Williams’ saccharin 
operations continued to prosper 
during January-September 1977. 

Domestic shipments of saccharin by 
Sherwin-Williams increased annually 
during 1973-76. In January-September 
1977 such shipments were at a record 
high level exceeding those in the com¬ 
parable period in 1976 by 14 percent. 

Sherwin-Williams’ share of the U.S. 
market for saccharin increased ap¬ 
proximately 20 percent from 1974 to 
January-September 1977. In addition, 
Sherwin-Williams* exports of saccha¬ 
rin which were negligible in 1973-75 
increased sharply in 1976 and again 
during January-September 1977. 

The U.S. producer’s inventories of 
saccharin declined sharply in 1976 and 
again during January-September 1977. 
Inventories on September 30, 1977, 
were 55 percent below those reported 
on December 31,1975. 

The average number of production 
and related workers and the number 


•Treasury’s investigation of U.S. imports 
of saccharin from the Republic of Korea 
covered the 6-month period from July 1, 
1976, through December 31,1976. The inves¬ 
tigation of saccharin from Japan covered 
two separate time periods. Imports manu¬ 
factured by Aisan were examined for 7 
months, from June 1, 1976, to December 31, 
1976, while imports manufactured by Dai to 
were examined for 6 months, from June 1, 
1976, to November 30, 1976. 


of man-hours worked in the produc¬ 
tion of saccharin in the United States 
increased annually during 1973-76. Al¬ 
though there was a decline in both of 
these categories during January-Sep¬ 
tember 1977 as compared with the like 
period in 1976, this decline was not at¬ 
tributable to a decline in U.S. produc¬ 
tion of saccharin because Sherwin-Wil¬ 
liams increased its saccharin produc¬ 
tion by 18 percent in the latter period. 

Sherwin-Williams’ ratio of net oper¬ 
ating profit to net sales of saccharin 
was significantly higher than the simi¬ 
lar ratio for the U.S. industry produc¬ 
ing industrial chemicals and synthet¬ 
ics in each year of the 1973-76 period 
and in January-September 1977. Fur¬ 
thermore, Sherwin-Williams’ ratio of 
net operating profits to sales on sac¬ 
charin was considerably higher than 
the ratio of net operating profits to 
sales on all products produced in the 
Cincinnati chemical plant in which 
saccharin was produced. Net operating 
profits on saccharin in January-Sep¬ 
tember 1977 were higher than in any 
full year during 1973-76. 

After substantial price increases in 
1974 Sherwin-Williams maintained its 
prices at 1974 levels until the third 
quarter of 1977 when prices were in¬ 
creased again by about 15 percent. 
During this period Sherwin-Williams 
increased its share of the U.S. market 
for saccharin and at the same time 
maintained a high level of profitabil¬ 
ity on its saccharin operations. Thus, 
it is clear that Sherwin-Williams has 
not suffered any injury within the 
meaning of the Antidumping Act. 

There is also no likelihood of injury 
to the domestic producer. Sherwin- 
Williams has completed a major ex¬ 
pansion of its capacity to produce sac¬ 
charin and is now in a position to cap¬ 
italize on any increase in demand for 
this product. Domestic production and 
shipments are increasing and inven¬ 
tories are declining. Substantial price 
increases were made in April 1977 and 
operating profits are climbing to 
record levels. 


CONCLUSION 

On the basis of the factors set forth 
above, we have determined that an in¬ 
dustry in the United States is not 
being and is not likely to be injured by 
reason of the importation of saccharin 
from Japan or the Republic of Korea 
which the Department of the Trea¬ 
sury has determined is being, or is 
likely to be, sold at LTFV. 

Statement of Reasons for the Nega¬ 
tive Determinations of Commis¬ 
sioners Bill Alberger and Daniel 
Minchew 

On September 9, 1977, the U.S. In¬ 
ternational Trade Commission (Com¬ 
mission) received advice from the De- 
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partment of the Treasury (Treasury) 
that saccharin from Japan, with the 
exception of saccharin produced by 
Aisan Chemical Company, Ltd., and 
saccharin from the Republic of Korea 
(Korea) is being, or is likely to be sold 
at less than fair value (LTFV) within 
the meaning of the Antidumping Act, 
1921, as amended (19 U.S.C. 160(a)). 
Pursuant to this advice, on September 
23, 1977, the Commission instituted in¬ 
vestigations Nos. AA1921-174 and 
AA1921-175 under section 201(a) of 
said Act to determine whether an in¬ 
dustry in the United States is being or 
is likely to be injured, or is prevented 
from being established,* by reason of 
the importation of such merchandise 
into the United States. 

Before the Commission may find in 
the affirmative in these investigations, 
it is necessary to find that an industry 
in the United States is being or is 
likely to be injured, and the injury or 
likelihood thereof must be by reason 
of LTFV imports. 

DETERMINATION 

On the basis of the information ob¬ 
tained in these investigations, we de¬ 
termine that an industry in the United 
States is not being and is not likely to 
be injured by reason of the importa¬ 
tion of saccharin from Japan or Korea 
which is being, or is likely to be, sold 
at LTFV. 

The saccharin industry in the 
United States is not being injured by 
reason of LTFV sales of imported sac¬ 
charin. Specifically, any injury being 
experienced by the domestic ind ustry 
is not “by reason of” the LTFV im¬ 
ports under consideration. This is true 
whether the imports from the two 
countries are considered separately or 
cumulatively. 

THE IMPORTED ARTICLE AND THE 
DOMESTIC INDUSTRY 

For the purposes of Treasury’s de¬ 
terminations and consideration by this 
Commission, “saccharin” means 
sodium saccharin in soluble granular 
or soluble powder form. 

The domestic industry consists of 
only one producer, the Sherwin-Wil¬ 
liams Company of Cleveland, Ohio. 
Production occurs at the firm’s plant 
in Cincinnati, Ohio. 

THE QUESTION OF INJURY OR LIKELIHOOD 
THEREOF BY REASON OF LTFV SALES 

Capacity utilization .—While Sher¬ 
win-Williams is clearly operating well 
below capacity, this is the result of a 
major expansion decision made by 
that company in 1974 during the sac¬ 
charin shortage after Monsanto had 
ceased production. Prior to 1972, Mon- 


‘ Prevention of establishment of an Indus* 
try is not an issue in these investigations 
and wUl not be discussed further. 


santo had supplied over 50 percent of 
the U.S. market for saccharin. The ex¬ 
pansion decision w r as based on assump¬ 
tions of a significantly expanding 
market, which has not materialized. 
Current capacity is in excess of annual 
domestic consumption. One company 
spokesman even indicated in the hear¬ 
ings that planned excess capacity ex¬ 
isted. Production continues to in¬ 
crease, as does market share for Sher¬ 
win-Williams. and they are using an 
increasing percentage of their capac¬ 
ity. 

Production and shipments .—Over 
the past 5 years, Sherwin-Williams has 
experienced a general increase in both 
production and domestic shipments. 
Apparently, new export markets are 
opening, and export shipments 
jumped sharply in 1976 and again this 
year. This would indicate a healthy 
operation. 

Inventories .—Sherwin-Williams in¬ 
ventories went up sharply in 1975 
when demand decreased following the 
shortage and panic buying of 1974. In¬ 
ventories have steadily declined since 
1975, while production continues on a 
generally upward trend. 

Employment— Production and relat¬ 
ed workers in saccharin operations in¬ 
creased from 1973 to 1976. There has 
been a decline this year, but since pro¬ 
duction increased sharply in the first 9 
months of 1977 compared with produc¬ 
tion in the comparable period in 1976, 
the employment cutbacks are attribut¬ 
able to increased efficiency in produc¬ 
tion and not to import competition. 

Profi t-and-loss experience . —While 
some decline occurred in profits from 
1974 to 1976, the ratio of Sherwin-Wil¬ 
liams’ net operating profit to net sales 
on its saccharin operations has been 
substantially higher than the return 
reported by the U.S. industry produc¬ 
ing industrial chemicals and synthet¬ 
ics, and higher than that reported by 
Sherwin-Williams on the overall oper¬ 
ations of its Cincinnati chemical plant. 
Furthermore, Sherwin-Williams’ prof¬ 
its in January-September of 1977 w r ere 
greater than those reported in any full 
year in the 1973-76 period. That’s a 
good profit picture. The company’s fil¬ 
ings with the Securities and Exchange 
Commission and the annual reports 
reflect a positive outlook for saccha¬ 
rin, and the data available to the Com¬ 
mission corroborates that assessment. 

Market penetration,— From 1974 
through the present. Sherwin-Wil¬ 
liams* share of the U.S. saccharin 
market has increased significantly and 
steadily. This is a critical factor in our 
decision, as we find it very difficult to 
justify a finding of injury under these 
circumstances, when the domestic pro¬ 
ducer is gaining a significantly greater 
share of the market. This was occur¬ 
ring even during the LTFV sales 
period. 

Imports from Japan other than 
those produced by Aisan Chemical Co. 


declined by 44 percent from 1974 to 

1976. The ratio of such imports to ap¬ 
parent U.S. consumption dropped 
steadily from 1974 through the first 9 
months of 1977. 

Imports from Korea increased as a 
share of the U.S. market from 1974 to 
1976 and again in the first 9 months of 

1977. These were not large increases— 
in fact, Sherwin-Williams gained a 
larger new share of the market than 
Korea during the same period. These 
increases were in large part attribut¬ 
able to Korean eligibility for duty-free 
entry under the Generalized System 
of Preferences, effective January 1, 

1976. 

Combined, the ratio of imports from 
Japan other than those produced by 
Aisan Chemical Co. and Korea de¬ 
clined by approximately 26 percent be¬ 
tween 1974 and January-September of 

1977. 

Price suppression.—An argument 
has been made by Sherwin-Williams 
that a company ought not be forced 
into plant closings or actual losses 
before being found injured in an 
action under the Antidumping Act of 
1921. It ought not to have to go to the 
brink of disaster before receiving con¬ 
sideration for relief. We agree. This 
Commission should not require that 
degree of calamity. The lone domestic 
producer has contended that prices 
were suppressed from December of 
1974 to April of 1977 due to price com¬ 
petition from LTFV imports. Mean¬ 
while. costs of production did increase 
significantly near the end of 1974, and 
again in 1975, but were rather con¬ 
stant in 1976 and in the first 9 months 
of 1977. It might be argued that a deci¬ 
sion by Sherwin-Williams to raise 
prices when the cost of production 
kept going up in 1975 would have led 
to substantial lost sales and declining 
market share and some more tangible 
evidence of injury. It is our judgment, 
however, that a company experiencing 
growth in net operating prifits from 
1974 to 1975 really didn’t need any 
new price increases. The price in¬ 
creases that have occurred since 1973, 
covering 1974 to present, have been 
significant ones. In fact, prices of 
granular saccharin have increased at a 
faster rate than costs of production 
over that same period. The judgment 
not to raise prices during 1975 and 
1976 was probably a sound one, par¬ 
ticularly while market share continued 
to increase. 

Lost sates.—The Commission staff 
w r as able to document only four lost 
sales out of 15 which it attempted to 
verify and which had been reported to 
the Commission as lost sales by the pe¬ 
titioner. In several cases, purchasers 
indicated they shifted some purchases 
from Sherwin-Williams to foreign 
sources for a second source of supply 
but still increased their purchases 
from Sherwin-Williams, even to the 
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extent of increasing the percentage of 
saccharin they bought from Sherwin- 
Williams. At the hearing, in response 
to questions, representatives of Sher¬ 
win-Williams indicated they had taken 
sales away from suppliers of Korean 
and Japanese saccharin as well. In 
fact, that must have occurred, based 
on the market share data showing 
Sherwin-Williams improving their rel¬ 
ative position. 

CONCLUSION 

It is clear from the above consider¬ 
ations that the U.S. industry produc¬ 
ing saccharin has not suffered any 
injury by reason of LTFV sales within 
the meaning of the Act. It is also clear 
that there is no likelihood of injury to 
the industry within the meaning of 
the Act. The domestic industry Is pros¬ 
pering, and likely will continue to do 
so. We. therefore, have found in the 
negative. 

By order of the Commission. 

Issued: December 12, 1977. 

Kenneth R. Mason, 
Secretary . 

[FR Doc. 77-35727 Filed 12-14-77; 8:45 am] 


[ 4410 - 01 ] . 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

Antitrust Division 

[Civil No. 76-1521 

UNITED STATES v. INCO LIMITED, ET AL. 

The Proposed Consent Judgment. 
Stipulation and Competitive Impact 
Statement on the above case were pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register. Vol. 
42, No. 225, November 22. 1977. The 
expiration date for the Public Com¬ 
ment Period was listed as January 16, 
1977. The correct expiration date is 
January 25, 1978. 

Dated: December 5 , 1977. 

William E. Swope, 
Director of Operations , 
Antitrust Division. 
[FR Doc. 77-35765 Filed 12-14-77; 8:45 am] 


[ 7545 - 01 ] 

NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS 
BOARD 

CHAIRMAN’S TASK FORCE ON THE NATIONAL 
LABOR RELATIONS BOARD 

1977 Supplemental Report and 
Recommendations 

The Chairman’s Task Force on the 
National Labor Relations Board has 
filed with that Agency its 1977 Supple¬ 
mental Report and Recommendations. 
Interested persons may obtain a copy 
of the report and recommendations at 
a nominal cost ($1 per copy) by re¬ 


quest directed to Mr. Joseph E. Moore, 
Director, Special Research, National 
Labor Relations Board, 1717 Pennsyl¬ 
vania Avenue NW., room 741, Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20570. A check made pay¬ 
able to “Treasurer of the United 
States’* should accompany the request. 

To assist the Board in its consider¬ 
ation of these recommendations, the 
public is invited to submit comments 
and suggestions concerning these rec¬ 
ommendations. Comments should 
identify by number the recommenda¬ 
tions to which they relate. They 
should be submitted in an original and 
one copy to Mr. Joseph E. Moore. Di¬ 
rector, Special Research, National 
Labor Relations Board, 1717 Pennsyl¬ 
vania Avenue NW., room 741, Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20570. Comments must be 
received no later than Friday. January 
20, 1978. 

Dated this 12th day of December 
1977, in Washington, D.C. 

Robert Volger, 
Acting Executive Secretary. 
(FR Doc. 77-35768 Filed 12-14-77; 8:45 am] 


[ 7590 - 01 ] 

NUCLEAR REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON REACTOR SAFE¬ 
GUARDS WORKING GROUP ON ANTICIPAT¬ 
ED TRANSIENTS WITHOUT SCRAM 

Mealing; Change of Tima 

The meeting of the ACRS Working 
Group on Anticipated Transients 
without Scram announced in the Fed¬ 
eral Register on December 2. 1977, 
page 61339, will begin at 10 a.m. in¬ 
stead of 8:30 a.m. on Tuesday, Decem¬ 
ber 20. 1977. All other items pertaining 
to this meeting remain the same as 
stated in the cited issue of the Federal 
Register. 

Dated: December 9. 1977. 

John C. Hoyle, 
Advisory Committee 
Management Officer. 

[FR Doc. 77-35733 Filed 12-14-77: 8:45 am] 


[ 7590 - 01 ] 

[Docket Nos. 50-317 and 50-318] 

BALTIMORE GAS * ELECTRIC CO. 

Issuance of Amendment* fo Facility Operating 
Licenses 

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Com¬ 
mission (the Commission) has issued 
Amendment Nos. 26 and 11 to Facility 
Operating License Nos. DPR-53 and 
DPR-69 (respectively), issued to Balti¬ 
more Gas & Electric Co. (the licensee), 
which revised the licenses and their 
appended technical specifications for 
operation of the Calvert Cliffs Nuclear 


Power Plant Unit Nos. 1 and 2 (the fa¬ 
cilities) located in Calvert County. Md. 
The amendments will become effective 
30 days after their date of issuance. 

The amendments incorporate fire 
protection technical specifications on 
the existing fire protection equipment 
and add administrative controls relat¬ 
ed to fire protection at the facilities. 
This action is being taken pending 
completion of our overall fire protec¬ 
tion review of the facilities. 

The application for the amendments 
complies with the standards and re¬ 
quirements of the Atomic Energy Act 
of 1954, as amended (the Act), and the 
Commission’s rules and regulations. 
The Commission has made appropri¬ 
ate findings as required by the Act and 
the Commission’s rules and regula¬ 
tions in 10 CFR Chapter I, which are 
set forth in the license amendments. 
Prior public notice of these amend¬ 
ments was not required since the 
amendments do not involve a signifi¬ 
cant hazards consideration. 

The Commission has determined 
that the issuance of these amend¬ 
ments will not result in any significant 
environmental impact and that pursu¬ 
ant to 10 CFR 51.5(d)(4) an environ¬ 
mental impact statement or negative 
declaration and environmental impact 
appraisal need not be prepared in con¬ 
nection with issuance of the amend¬ 
ments. 

For further details with respect to 
this action, see (1) the application for 
amendment dated August 5, 1977, (2) 
Amendment No. 26 to License No. 
DPR-53, and Amendment No. 11 to Li¬ 
cense No. DPR-69, and (3) the Com¬ 
mission’s related Safety Evaluation. 
All of these items are available for 
public inspection at the Commission’s 
Public Document Room, 1717 H Street 
NW.. Washington, D.C.. and at the 
Calvert County Library. Prince Fred¬ 
erick, Md. 20678. A copy of items (2) 
and (3) may be obtained upon request 
addressed to the UJS. Nuclear Regula¬ 
tory Commission, Washington, D.C. 
20555, Attention: Director. Division of 
Operating Reactors. 

Dated at Bethesda, Md., this 2d day 
of December 1977. 


For the Nuclear Regulatory Com¬ 
mission. 

Don K. Davis. 

Acting Chief Operating Reac¬ 
tors Branch No. 2, Division of 
Operating Reactors. 

[FR Doc. 77-35734 Filed 12-14-77: 8:45 am] 


[ 7590 - 01 ] 

[Docket No. 50-237] 

COMMONWEALTH EDISON CO. 

Issuance of Amendment to Facility Operating 
License 

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Com¬ 
mission (the Commission) has issued 
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Amendment No. 33 to Facility Operat¬ 
ing License No. DPR-19, issued to 
Commonwealth Edison Co. (the licens¬ 
ee), which revised the license and 
technical specifications appended 
thereto for operation of Dresden Sta¬ 
tion Unit No. 2 (the facility) located in 
Grundy County, Ill. The amendment 
is effective as of its date of issuance. 

The amendment (1) authorized oper¬ 
ation with additional 8x8 fuel assem¬ 
blies, (2) incorporated revised MCPR 
limits in response to the plant specific 
analysis for reload 3, and (3) modified 
License Condition 3.F to more concise¬ 
ly state end-of-cycle scram reactivity 
conditions for reload 3. 

The application for the amendment 
complies with the standards and re¬ 
quirements of the Atomic Energy Act 
of 1954, as amended (the Act), and the 
Commission’s rules and regulations. 
The Commission has made appropri¬ 
ate findings as required by the Act and 
the Commission’s rules and regula¬ 
tions in 10 CFR Chapter I, which are 
set forth in the license amendment. 
Prior public notice of this amendment 
was not required since the amendment 
does not involve a significant hazards 
consideration. 

The Commission has determined 
that the issuance of this amendment 
will not result in any significant envi¬ 
ronmental impact and that pursuant 
to 10 CFR 51.5(d)(4) an environmental 
impact statement or negative declara¬ 
tion and environmental impact ap¬ 
praisal need not be prepared in con¬ 
nection with issuance of this amend¬ 
ment. 

For further details with respect to 
this action, see (1) the application for 
amendment dated September 12, 1977, 
and two supplements thereto dated 
November 21, 1977. (2) Amendment 
No. 33 to License No. DPR-19 and (3) 
the Commission’s related Safety Eval¬ 
uation. All of these items are available 
for public inspection at the Commis¬ 
sion’s Public Document Room, 1717 H 
Street NW., Washington, D.C.. and at 
the Morris Public Library, 604 Liberty 
Street, Morris. Ill. 60451. A single copy 
of items (2) and (3) may be obtained 
upon request addressed to the U.S. 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 
Washington. D.C. 20555, Attention: Di¬ 
rector Division of Operating Reactors. 

Dated at Bethesda, Md. this 2d day 
of December 1977. 

For the Nuclear Regulatory Com¬ 
mission. 

Paul W. O’Connor, 
Acting Chief, Operating Reac¬ 
tors Branch No. 2, Division of 
Operating Reactors . 

[FR Doc. 77-35735 Piled 12-14-77; 8:45 ami 
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[Docket No. 50-286) 

CONSOLIDATED EDISON CO OF NEW YORK, 

INC, POWER AUTHORITY OF THE STATE OF 

NEW YORK 

Issuance of Amendment to Facility Operating 
License 

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Com¬ 
mission (the Commission) has, pursu¬ 
ant to the Decision of its Atomic 
Safety and Licensing Appeal Board 
dated October 12. 1977, issued Amend¬ 
ment No. 9 to Facility Operating Li¬ 
cense No. DPR-64, issued to the Con¬ 
solidated Edison Co. of New York. Inc. 
and the Power Authority of the State 
of New York (the licensees), for the 
Indian Point Nuclear Generating Sta¬ 
tion Unit No. 3 (the facility) located in 
Westchester County, N.Y. The amend¬ 
ment is effective as of its date of issu¬ 
ance. 

The amendment deletes the license 
requirement for installation of an ex¬ 
panded microseismic monitoring net¬ 
work. 

For further details with respect to 
this action, see (1) the Licensee’s 
Motion to Modify License Condition 
filed with the Atomic Safety and Li¬ 
censing Appeal Board dated August 
27, 1976, (2) Amendment No. 9 to Li¬ 
cense No. DPR-64, and (3) the Deci¬ 
sion of the Atomic Safety and Licens¬ 
ing Appeal Board dated October 12, 
1977. All of these items are available 
for public inspection at the Commis¬ 
sion’s Public Document Rootn, 1717 H 
Street NW., Washington, D.C., and at 
the White Plains Public Library. 100 
Martine Avenue, White Plains. N.Y. A 
copy of items (2) and (3) may be ob¬ 
tained upon request addressed to the 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 
Washington. D.C. 20555, Attention: Di¬ 
rector, Division of Operating Reactors. 

Dated at Bethesda, Md., this 23d day 
of November 1977. 

For the Nuclear Regulatory Com¬ 
mission. 

Robert W. Reid. 

Chief, Operating Reactors 
Branch No. 4, Division of Op¬ 
erating Reactors. 

[FR Doc.77-35736 Filed 12-14-77; 8.45 am) 
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[Docket Nos. 50-269, 50-270. and 50-287] 

DUKE POWER CO. 

Issuance of Amandmants to Facility Operating 
Licenses 

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Com¬ 
mission (the Commission) has issued 
Amendment Nos. 53, 53 and 50 to Fa¬ 
cility Operating License Nos. DPR-38, 
DPR-47, and DPR-55, respectively, 
issued to Duke Power Co. which re¬ 


vised the Technical Specifications for 
operation of the Oconee Nuclear Sta¬ 
tion. Unit Nos. 1. 2, and 3. located in 
Oconee County, S.C. The amendments 
are effective within 30 days after the 
date of issuance. 

These amendments revise the Tech¬ 
nical Specifications to allow operation 
of Oconee Unit 1 Cycle 4 at 100 per¬ 
cent full power with a flux tilt of 6.03 
percent in an unrodded mode. 

The application for the amendments 
complies with the standards and re¬ 
quirements of the Atomic Energy Act 
of 1954, as amended (the Act), and the 
Commission's rules and regulations. 
The Commission has made appropri¬ 
ate findings as required by the Act and 
the Commission’s rules and regula¬ 
tions in 10 CFR Chapter I, which are 
set forth in the license amendments. 
Prior public notice of these amende- 
ments was not required since the 
amendments do not involve a signifi¬ 
cant hazards consideration. 

The Commission has determined 
that ‘the issuance of these amend¬ 
ments will not result in any significant 
environmental impact and that, pursu¬ 
ant to 10 CFR 51.5(d)(4), an environ¬ 
mental impact statement or negative 
declaration and environmental impact 
appraisal need not be prepared in con¬ 
nection with the issuance of these 
amendments. 

For further details with respect to 
this action, see (1) the application for 
amendments dated November 9. 1977, 
(2) Amendment Nos. 53, 53 and 50 to 
License Nos. DPR-38, DPR-47, and 
DPR-55, respectively, and (3) the 
Commission’s related Safety Evalua¬ 
tion. All of these items are available 
for public inspection at the Commis¬ 
sion’s Public Document Room, 1717 H 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. and at 
the Oconee County Library, 201 South 
Spring Street, Walhalla, S.C. 29691. A 
copy of items (2) and (3) may be ob¬ 
tained upon request addressed to the 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 20555, Attention: Di¬ 
rector, Division of Operating Reactors. 

Dated at Bethesda, Md., this 23d day 
of NovembeM977. 

For the Nuclear Regulatory Com¬ 
mission. 

Alfred Burger, 

Acting Chief, Operating Reac¬ 
tors Branch No. 1, Division of 
Operating Reactors. 

[FR Doc. 77-35737 Filed 12-14-77: 8:45 ami 
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REGULATORY GUIDE 
Issuance and Availability 

The Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
has issued a new guide in its Regula¬ 
tory Guide Series. This series has been 
developed to describe and make avail- 
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able to the public methods acceptable 
to the NRC staff of implementing spe¬ 
cific parts of the Commission’s regula¬ 
tions and, in some cases, to delineate 
techniques used by the staff in evalu¬ 
ating specific problems or postulated 
accidents and to provide guidance to 
applicants concerning certain of the 
information needed by the staff in its 
review of applications for permits and 
licenses. 

Regulatory Guide 4.15, “Quality As¬ 
surance for Radiological Monitoring 
Programs (Normal Operations)—Efflu¬ 
ent Streams and the Environment,” 
describes a method acceptable to the 
NRC staff for designing a program to 
assure the quality of the results of 
measurements of radioactive materials 
in the effluents and the environment 
outside of nuclear facilities during 
normal operations. 

Comments and suggestions in con¬ 
nection with (1) items for inclusion in 
guides currently being developed or (2) 
improvements in all published guides 
are encouraged at any time. Public 
comments on Regulatory Guide 4.15 
will, however, be particularly useful in 
evaluating the need for an early revi¬ 
sion if received by February 10,1978. 

Comments should be sent to the Sec¬ 
retary of the Commission, U.S. Nucle¬ 
ar Regulatory Commission. Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 20555, Attention: Docketing 
and Service Branch. 

Regulatory guides are available for 
inspection at the Commission’s Public 
Document Room. 1717 H Street NW., 
Washington. D.C. Requests for single 
copies of issued guides (which may be 
reproduced) or for placement on an 
automatic distribution list for single 
copies of future guides in specific divi¬ 
sions should be made in writing to the 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 
Washington. D.C. 20555, Attention: Di¬ 
rector. Division of Document Control. 
Telephone requests cannot be accom¬ 
modated. Regulatory guides are not 
copyrighted, and Commission approval 
is not required to reproduce them. 

(5 U.S.C. 552(a).) 

Dated at Rockville, Md., this 6th day 
of December 1977. 

For the Nuclear Regulatory Com¬ 
mission. 

Robert B. Minogue, 
Director. 

Office of Standards Development 
(FR Doc. 77-35741 Filed 12-14-77; 8:45 am] 
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[NUREG-75/087] 

REVISION TO STANDARD REVIEW PLAN 

Issuance and Availability 

As a continuation of the updating 
program for the Standard Review 
Plan (SRP) previously announced, 


(Federal Register notice dated De¬ 
cember 8. 1977), the Nuclear Regula¬ 
tory Commission’s (NEC’s) Office of 
Nuclear Reactor Regulation has pub¬ 
lished Revision No. 1 to Section No. 
4.5.1 of the SRP for the NRC staff’s 
safety review of applications to build 
and operate light-water-cooled nuclear 
power reactors. The purpose of the 
plan, which is composed of 224 sec¬ 
tions, is to improve both the quality 
and uniformity of the NRC staff's 
review of applications to build new nu¬ 
clear powerplants, and to make infor¬ 
mation about regulatory matters 
widely available, including the im¬ 
provement of communication and un¬ 
derstanding of the staff review process 
by interested members of the public 
and the nuclear power industry. The 
purpose of the updating program is to 
revise sections of the SRP for which 
changes in the review plan have been 
developed since the original issuance 
in September 1975 to reflect current 
practice. 

Copies of the Standard Review Plan 
for the Review of Safety Analysis re¬ 
ports for Nuclear Power Plants, which 
has been identified as NUREG—75/ 
087, are available from the National 
Technical Information Service. 
Springfield, Va. 22161. The domestic 
price is $70, including first-year sup¬ 
plements. Annual subscriptions for 
supplements alone are $30. Individual 
sections are available at current prices. 
The domestic price for Revision No. 1 
to Section No. 4.5.1 is $4. Foreign price 
information is available from NTIS. A 
copy of the Standard Review Plan in¬ 
cluding all revisions published to date 
is available for public inspection at the 
NRC’s Public Document Room at 1717 
H Street. NW., Washington. D.C. 
20555 (5 U.S.C. 552(a)). 

Dated at Bethesda, Md., this 7th day 
of December 1977. 

For the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission. 

Roger J. Mattson, 
Director , Division of Systems 
Safety, Office of Nuclear Reac¬ 
tor Regulation. 

[FR Doc. 77-35743 Filed 12-14-77; 8:45 am) 
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[ NUREG-75/0871 

REVISION TO STANDARD REVIEW PLAN 
Issuance and Availability 

As a continuation of the updating 
program for the Standard Review 
Plan (SRP) previously announced 
(Federal Register Notice dated De¬ 
cember 8, 1977), the Nuclear Regula¬ 
tory Commission’s (NRC) Office of 
Nuclear Reactor Regulation has pub¬ 
lished Revision No. 1 to Section No. 
10.3.6 of the SRP for the NRC staff’s 


safety review of applications to build 
and operate light-water-cooled nuclear 
power reactors. The purpose of the 
plan, which is composed of 224 sec¬ 
tions. is to improve both the quality 
and uniformity of the NRC staff’s 
review of applications to build new nu¬ 
clear powerplants, and to make infor¬ 
mation about regulatory matters 
widely available including the im¬ 
provement of communication and un¬ 
derstanding of the staff review process 
by interested members of the public 
and the nuclear power industry. The 
purpose of the updating program is to 
revise sections of the SRP for which 
changes in the review plan have been 
developed since the original issuance 
in September 1975 to reflect current 
practice. 

Copies of the Standard Review Plan 
for the Review of Safety Analysis re¬ 
ports for Nuclear Power Plants, which 
has been identified as NUREG-75/087. 
are available from the National Tech¬ 
nical Information Service, Springfield, 
Virginia. 22161. The domestic price is 
$70, including first-year supplements. 
Annual subscriptions for supplements 
alone are $30. Individual sections are 
available at current prices. The domes¬ 
tic price for Revision No. 1 to Section 
No. 10.3.6 is $4. Foreign price informa¬ 
tion is available from NTIS. A copy of 
the Standard Review Plan including 
all revisions published to date is avail¬ 
able for public inspection at the NRC’s 
Public Document Room at 1717 H 
Street NW.. Washington, D.C. 20555 (5 
U.S.C. 552(a)). 

Dated at Bethesda. Md. this 7th day 
of December 1977. 

For the Nuclear Regulatory Com¬ 
mission. 

Roger J. Mattson, 
Director, Division of Systems 
Safety, Office of Nuclear Reac¬ 
tor Regulation. 

[FR Doc. 77-35742 Filed 12-14-77; 8:45 am) 
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[Docket No. 50-312) 

SACRAMENTO MUNICIPAL UTIUTY DISTRICT 

Issuanc* of Amendment to Facility OperatinQ 
License 

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Com¬ 
mission (the Commission) has issued 
Amendment No. 16 to Facility Operat¬ 
ing License No. DPR-54 issued to Sac¬ 
ramento Municipal Utility District, 
which revised Technical Specifications 
for operation of the Rancho Seco Nu¬ 
clear Generating Station, located in 
Sacramento County, Calif. The 
amendment is effective as of its date 
of issuance. 

The amendment to the Technical 
Specifications changes the surveil¬ 
lance testing of the reactor internal 
vent valves. 
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The application for the amendment 
complies with the standards and re¬ 
quirements of the Atomic Energy Act 
of 1954, as amended (the Act), and the 
Commission's rules and regulations. 
The Commission has made appropri¬ 
ate findings as required by the Act and 
the Commission’s rules and regula¬ 
tions in 10 CFR Chapter I. which are 
set forth in the license amendment. 
Prior public notice of this amendment 
was not required since the amendment 
does not involve a significant hazards 
consideration. 

The Commission has determined 
that the issuance of this amendment 
will not result in any significant envi¬ 
ronmental impact and that pursuant 
to 10 CFR 51.5(d)(4) an environmental 
impact statement or negative declara¬ 
tion and environmental impact ap¬ 
praisal need not be prepared in con¬ 
nection with issuance of this amend¬ 
ment. 

For further details with respect to 
this action, see (1) the application for 
amendment dated September 27, 1977, 

(2) Amendment No. 16 to License No. 
DPR-54, and (3) the Commission's re¬ 
lated Safety Evaluation. All of these 
items are available for public inspec¬ 
tion at the Commission's Public Docu¬ 
ment Room. 1717 H Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. and at the Business 
Sc Municipal Department, Sacramento 
City-County Library, 828 I Street, Sac¬ 
ramento. Calif. A copy of items (2) and 

(3) may be obtained upon request ad¬ 
dressed to the U.S. Nuclear Regula¬ 
tory Commission, Washington, D.C. 
20555, Attention: Director, Division of 
Operating Reactors. 

Dated at Bethesda, Md., this 30th 
day of November 1977. 

For the Nuclear Regulatory Com¬ 
mission. 

Robert W. Reid, 
Chief, Operating Reactors 
Branch No. 4 , Division of Op¬ 
erating Reactors. 

[FR Doc. 77-35738 Filed 12-14-77; 8:45 am] 
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[Docket Nos. STN 50-566 and STN 50-567] 

TENNESSEE VALLEY AUTHORITY 

Availability of Safoty Evaluation Report for 
Yellow Creek Nuclear Plant, Unit* 1 and 2 

Notice is hereby given that the 
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation 
has published its Safety Evaluation 
Report on the proposed construction 
of the Yellow Creek Nuclear Plant, 
Units 1 and 2, to be located in Tisho¬ 
mingo County, Miss. Notice of receipt 
of the Tennessee Valley Authority’s 
application to construct and operate 
the Yellow Creek Nuclear Plant, Units 
1 and 2 was published in the Federal 
Register on August 9, 1976 (41 FR 
33340). 


The application references the 
CESSAR-80, Combustion Engineering, 
Inc., application (Docket No. STN 50- 
470), under the reference system 
option of standardization, pursuant to 
10 CFR Part 50, Appendix O. 

The report is being referred to the 
Advisory Committee on Reactor Safe¬ 
guards and is being made available at 
the Commission’s Public Document 
Room located at 1717 H Street NW., 
Washington. D.C. 20555, and at the 
Corinth Public Library, 1023 Fillmore 
Street, Corinth, Miss. 38834, for in¬ 
spection and copying. The Safety 
Evaluation Report (Document No. 
NUREG-0347), can also be purchased, 
at current rates, from the National 
Technical Information Service, 
Springfield, Va. 22161. 

Dated at Bethesda, Md., this 8th day 
of December 1977. 

For the Nuclear Regulatory Com¬ 
mission. 

Olan D. Parr, 

Chief, Light Water Reactors 
Branch No. 3, Division of Pro¬ 
ject Management 

[FR Doc. 77-35739 Filed 12-14-77; 8:45 am] 
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[Docket No. 50-83] 

UNIVERSITY OF FLORIDA 

Proposed Renewal of Facility Operating 
License 

The Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
(the Commission), is considering re¬ 
newal of Facility Operating License 
No. R-56 issued to the University of 
Florida (the licensee), for operation of 
the University of Florida Training Re¬ 
actor located on the campus of the 
University of Florida in Gainesville, 
Fla. 

The renewal would extend the expi¬ 
ration date of Facility Operating Li¬ 
cense No. R-56 to December 23, 1999, 
in accordance with the licensee's appli¬ 
cation for renewal, dated October 21, 
1977. 

Prior to renewal of Facility Operat¬ 
ing License No. R-56, the Commission 
will have made the findings required 
by the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as 
amended (the Act), and the Commis¬ 
sion's rules and regulations. 

By January 16. 1978. the licensee 
may file a request for a hearing and 
any person whose interest may be af¬ 
fected by this proceeding may file a re¬ 
quest for a hearing in the form of a 
petition for leave to intervene with re¬ 
spect to the proposed renewal of the 
subject facility operating license. Peti¬ 
tions for leave to intervene must be 
filed under oath of affirmation in ac¬ 
cordance with the provisions of § 2.714 
of 10 CFR Part 2 of the Commission's 
regulations. A petition for leave to in¬ 
tervene must set forth the interest of 


the petitioner in the proceeding, how 
that interest may be affected by the 
results of the proceeding, and the peti¬ 
tioner’s contentions with respect to 
the proposed licensing action. Such 
petitions must be filed in accordance 
with the provisions of this Federal 
Register Notice and § 2.714. and must 
be filed with the Secretary of the 
Commission, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20555, 
Attention: Docketing and Service Sec¬ 
tion, by the above date. A copy of the 
petition and/or request for a hearing 
should be sent to the Executive Legal 
Director, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20555. 

A petition for leave to intervene 
must be accompanied by a supporting 
affidavit which identifies the specific 
aspect or aspects of the proceeding as 
to which intervention is desired and 
specifies with particularity the facts 
on which the petitioner relies as to 
both his interest and his contentions 
with regard to each aspect on which 
intervention is requested. Petitions 
stating contentions relating only to 
matters outside the Commission’s ju¬ 
risdiction will be denied. 

All petitions will be acted upon by 
the Commission or licensing board, 
designated by the Commission or by 
the Chairman of the Atomic Safety 
and Licensing Board Panel. Timely pe¬ 
titions will be considered to determine 
whether a hearing should be noticed 
or another appropriate order issued 
regarding the disposition of the peti¬ 
tions. 

In the event a hearing is held and a 
person is permitted to intervene, he 
becomes a party to the proceeding and 
has a right to participate fully in the 
conduct of the hearing. For example, 
he may present evidence and examine 
and cross examine witnesses. 

For further details with respect to 
this action, see the application for 
amendment dated October 21, 1977, 
which is available for public inspection 
at the Commission's Public Document 
Room, 1717 H Street NW., Washing¬ 
ton D.C. 

Dated at Bethesda, Md., this 8th day 
of December 1977. 


For the Nuclear Regulatory Com 
mission. 

George Lear, 

Chief, Operating Reactors 
Branch No. 3, Division of Op¬ 
erating Reactors. 

[FR Doc. 77-35732 Filed 12-14-77; 8:45 am] 
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[Docket No. 50-280] 


VIRGINIA ELECTRIC AND POWER CO., SURRY 
POWER STATION, UNIT NO. 1 

Order for Modification of License 

I. Virginia Electric and Power Co. 
(the licensee), is the holder of Facility 
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Operating License No. DPR-32 which 
authorizes the operation of the nucle¬ 
ar power reactor known as Surry 
Power Station, Unit No. 1 (the facili¬ 
ty), at steady state reactor power 
levels not in excess of 2441 thermal 
megawatts (rated power). The reactor 
is a pressurized water reactor (PWH), 
located at the licensee’s site in Surry 
County, Va. 

II. On February 8. 1977, the NRC 
staff issued an Order for Modification 
of License No. DPR-32 which ad¬ 
dressed operation of Surry Power Sta¬ 
tion Unit No. 1 under conditions in 
which steam generator tubes have 
been plugged as a result of the tube 
denting caused by corrosion of the 
tube support plate in the annular 
spaces between tube and the tube sup¬ 
port plate. Subsequently on February 
11, 1977, the NRC staff issued a Safety 
Evaluation supporting the Order. In 
order to perform an inspection of the 
steam generators, the February 8. 
1977, Order limited operation to 60 
equivalent days of operation.' On May 
6, 1977, a subsequent Order was issued 
with an accompanying Safety Evalua¬ 
tion providing for an additional six 
months of equivalent operation, after 
the staff evaluated the results of an 
inspection and repair program. On No¬ 
vember 30, 1977, the licensee submit¬ 
ted the results of the inspection and 
repair program required by the May 6, 
1977 Order. The NRC staff has evalu¬ 
ated the results of the inspection and 
repair program and has assessed 
whether continued operation of the 
facility would be safe. This evaluation 
is set forth in the staff's concurrently 
issued Safety Evaluation relating to 
steam generator tube integrity. 

We have reviewed the licensee's No¬ 
vember 30. 1977. inspection program 
submittal. The plugging pattern used 
is based on criteria that reasonably 
predict areas of increased strain. To 
assure early detection and repair of 
leaks in tubes that have not been 
plugged, the licensee proposed in his 
November 30, 1977 submittal to con¬ 
tinue the operating limitations of the 
May 6. 1977, Order applicable to this 
facility. With the plugging that has 
been performed and these operating 
limitations, the assessment of acci¬ 
dents in our May 6, 1977, Safety Eval¬ 
uation remain valid. As described in 
our Safety Evaluation, continued oper¬ 
ation under these limitations will pro¬ 
vide reasonable assurance that the 
public health and safety will not be 
endangered. The NRC staff believes 
that under the circumstances, the 
limitations proposed by the licensee 
are appropriate and should be con¬ 
firmed by NRC order. 

Copies of the following documents 
are available for public inspection in 


• Equivalent operation is defined as oper¬ 
ation with the reactor coolant at or above 
350* F. 


the Commission's Public Document 
Room. 1717 H Street NW., Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 20555, and at the Swem Li¬ 
brary, College of William and Mary, 
Williamsburg. Va., (1) licensee’s sub¬ 
mittal of November 30, 1977, (2) Order 
for Modification of License dated May 
6, 1977, (3) this Order for Modification 
of License, In the Matter of Virginia 
Electric and Power Co., Surry Power 
Station, Unit No. 1, Docket No. 50-280, 
and (4) the Commission’s concurrently 
issued Safety Evaluation supporting 
this Order.* 

III. Accordingly, pursuant to the 
Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amend¬ 
ed, and the .Commission’s rules and 
regulations iA 10 CFR Parts 2 and 50: 
It is ordered. That Facility Operating 
License No. DPR-32 is hereby amend¬ 
ed by replacing in its entirety existing 
paragraph 3.E. of the license with the 
following: 

E. Steam Generator Inspection, (1) 
Unit No. 1 shall be brought to the cold 
shutdown condition in order to per¬ 
form an inspection of the steam gener¬ 
ators within 6 equivalent months of 
operation from December 3, 1977. Nu¬ 
clear Regulatory Commission approval 
shall be obtained before resuming 
power operation following this inspec¬ 
tion. Equivalent operation is defined 
as operation with the reactor coolant 
at or above 350 c F. 

(2) Primary coolant leakage from 
the primary system to the secondary 
system through the steam generator 
tubes shall be limited to 0.3 gpm per 
steam generator, as described in the 
NRC Safety Evaluation of May 6, 
1977. With any steam generator tube 
leakage greater than this limit the re¬ 
actor shall be brought to the cold 
shutdown condition within 24 hours. 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission ap¬ 
proval shall be obtained before resum¬ 
ing reactor operation. 

(3) Reactor operation will be termi¬ 
nated if primary to secondary leakage 
which is attributable to two or more 
tubes occurs during a 20-day period. 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission ap¬ 
proval shall be obtained before resum¬ 
ing reactor operation. 

(4) The concentration of radioiodine 
in the primary coolant shall be limited 
to 1 ^Ci/gram during normal oper¬ 
ation and to 10 /nCi/gram during 
power transients as defined in appen¬ 
dix A-l to the Technical Specifica¬ 
tions of the license. Appendix A-l was 
issued with the May 6, 1977, Order 
and shall remain in effect for 6 equiv¬ 
alent months of operation from De¬ 
cember 3. 1977. 

Dated in Bethesda, Md., this 3d day 
of December 1977. 


>A copy of items (2). (3). and (4) may be 
obtained upon request addressed to the U.S. 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission. Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 20555. Attention: Director, Divi¬ 
sion of Operating Reactors. 


For the Nuclear Regulatory Com¬ 
mission. 

Victor Stello, Jr.. 
Director , Division of Operating 
Reactors, Office of Nuclear Re¬ 
actor Regulation, 

CFR Doc. 77-35740 Filed 12-14-77; 8:45 am] 
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NATIONAL TRANSPORTATION 
SAFETY BOARD 

CN-AR 77-50] 

ACCIDENT REPORT; SAFETY 
RECOMMENDATIONS AND RESPONSES 

Avoilobility and R«c«ipt 

Pipeline Accident Report No. NTSB- 
PAR-77-4. —Failure of a substandard 
weld in a gas pipeline caused the ex¬ 
plosion and fire last January 25 near 
Williamsport, Pa., the National Trans¬ 
portation Safety Board has deter¬ 
mined. The Board’s investigation of 
this accident has been completed and 
the report was officially approved on 
November 23. Copies of the report will 
be made available to the public in the 
near future. 

At 1:36 a.m. on January 25 a low- 
order explosion and fire destroyed a 
house in a residential area near Wil¬ 
liamsport. Firemen were extinguishing 
the fire, and employees from the 
Pennsylvania Gas and Water Co. were 
attempting to locate a natural gas leak 
when a second explosion, at 2:39 a.m., 
demolished a house 70 feet away. A 
resident of this house and a bystander 
were killed by the explosion; 23 per¬ 
sons, including 19 firemen, were in¬ 
jured. Automobiles, a fire truck, and 
houses within a 1-block radius were 
damaged severely. 

The Safety Board has determined 
that the probable cause of the acci¬ 
dent was the failure, due to thermal 
contraction, of a substandard weld on 
a 4-inch high-pressure gas main which 
had been lowered and subsequently 
stressed by the open-cut sewer con¬ 
struction. The escaping gas migrated 
into two houses not served by gas and 
was ignited by unknown sources. 

The gas company did not detect the 
substandard weld when it was made 
nor did they stipulate that the subse¬ 
quent sewer construction adjacent to 
their gas main not impose additional 
stress on the main. 

Contributing to the fatalities and 
the large number of injuries to fire¬ 
men was the gas company's failure to 
detect the accumulation of gas in the 
second house that exploded, to evacu¬ 
ate its occupants before the explosion, 
and to warn the volunteer firemen of 
the potentially hazardous conditions 
that can be created when a high-pres¬ 
sure gas main is leaking and is capped 
by frozen earth. 
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Pipeline Safety Recommendations 
P-77-38 through 40 to the Pennsylva¬ 
nia Gas and Water Co. and P-77-41 
and 42 to the Materials Transporta¬ 
tion Bureau, U.S. Department of 
Transportation, were issued by the 
Safety Board on December 9 as a 
result of the Williamsport accident in¬ 
vestigation. 

Pennsylvania Gas and Water Co. 
was asked to— 

Initiate an effective general public and gas 
customer information program about the 
nature, characteristics, and hazards of natu¬ 
ral gas and what to do when it is encoun¬ 
tered. (P-77-38) 

Test the effectiveness of the emergency 
procedure training of all operating person¬ 
nel. If the training is found to be ineffective 
for any group of employees, provide addi¬ 
tional instruction. (P-77-39) 

Verify the location of all high-pressure 
shutoff valves shown on gas main atlases 
and change maps where necessary. (P-77- 
40) 

Materials Transportation Bureau 
was asked to— 

Extend its Emergency Services Training 
Course contract to include a section on the 
hazardous materials aspects of flammable 
pipeline materials such as natural gas and 
liquid hydrocarbons. Coordinate and cooper¬ 
ate with the American Gas Association, the 
American Petroleum Institute, and the In¬ 
terstate Natural Gas Association of America 
to use their expertise in this area. (P-77-41) 
Instruct all Office of Pipeline Safety Op¬ 
erations regional compliance offices and 
State agents to inspect gas companies under 
their jurisdictions for compliance to the 
amended 49 CFR 192.615 (emergency plans), 
effective October 1, 1976. Particular atten¬ 
tion should be given to the provision that 
requires that the gas company train its ap¬ 
propriate operating personnel to assure that 
they are knowledgeable of the emergency 
procedures and how the company tests its 
employees to verify that the training is ef¬ 
fective. (P-77-42) 

An earlier set of recommendations. 
Nos. P-77-6 through 8, were issued by 
the Safety Board to the Pennsylvania 
Gas and Water Co., last June 6. Those 
recommendations asked the gas com¬ 
pany to nondestructively test a 
random sample of the welds in the 
failed pipeline, to instruct personnel in 
inspection techniques, and to consult 
with fire departments on the proper 
response to every type of gas emergen¬ 
cy. 

(See 42 FR 30701, June 16. 1977.) 

Since no response to recommenda¬ 
tions P-77-6 through 8 had been re¬ 
ceived. and the Safety Board believes 
that implementation of these recom¬ 
mendations is vital to the safe oper¬ 
ation of the gas company’s distribu¬ 
tion system, the Board on December 2 
wrote to the company requesting an 
indication by January 1, 1978, as to in¬ 
tended action. 

Aviation Safety Recommendations 
Nos. A-77-70 and 71.—The installation 
and use of shoulder harnesses on small 
general aviation aircraft continues to 


be of concern to the Safety Board. In 
its recommendation letter of Decem¬ 
ber 8 to the Federal Aviation Adminis¬ 
tration, the Board notes that last June 
16 FAA amended the airworthiness 
standards of 14 CFR Part 23 to require 
that front seats of general aviation air¬ 
craft be equipped with approved 
safety belts and shoulder harnesses 
and amended the operating and flight 
rules of 14 CFR Part 91 to require 
that shoulder harnesses be installed at 
each front seat location and be worn 
during takeoff and landing. These reg¬ 
ulations become mandatory for flight 
crewmembers on all aircraft manufac¬ 
tured after July 18, 1978. 

Although the Safety Board is en¬ 
couraged by FAA’s commitment to im¬ 
proving crash survivability, it believes 
that occupants of the existing fleet of 
fixed-wing general aviation aircraft- 
over 164,000 active airplanes—will be 
denied the level of protection afforded 
the occupants of aircraft manufac¬ 
tured after July 18, 1978. Further¬ 
more, the occupants of seats other 
than front seats also will be denied the 
benefit of the impact protection af¬ 
forded by shoulder harnesses. 

On August 28. 1970. the Safety 
Board recommended that the FAA re¬ 
quire shoulder harnesses on all gener¬ 
al aviation aircraft at the earliest prac¬ 
tical date. When Notice of Proposed 
Rule Making (NPRM) 763-1 was 
issued, the Safety Board supported 
the proposed rule changes. However, 
during the rulemaking process, major 
portions of NPRM 73-1 were deleted. 
As a result, the amendments to 14 
CFR Parts 23 and 91 now require that 
shoulder harnesses be installed at 
front seat locations only and the 
amendments limit the requirement to 
aircraft manufactured after July 18, 
1978. 

The argument against retrofitting 
existing general aviation aircraft with 
shoulder harnesses was based on the 
contention that a “substantial finan¬ 
cial burden would be placed upon con¬ 
sumers over a short period of time” (1 
year). Moreover, the installation of 
shoulder harnesses on other than 
front seats was rejected on the conten¬ 
tion that cabin interiors can be effec¬ 
tively designed to protect those occu¬ 
pants; i.e., cabins can be “deletha- 
lized.” 

The Safety Board does not agree 
with these arguments and believes 
that shoulder harnesses should be in¬ 
stalled in older aircraft and that they 
should be installed at all seat loca¬ 
tions. Accordingly, the Safety Board 
recommends that FAA— 

Amend 14 CFR 23.785 to require installa¬ 
tion of approved shoulder harnesses at all 
seat locations as outlined in NPRM 73-1. 
(A-77-70) 

Amend 14 CFR 91.33 and .39 to require in¬ 
stallation of approved shoulder harnesses 
on all general aviation aircraft manufac¬ 


tured before July 18, 1978, after a reason¬ 
able lead time, and at all seat locations as 
outlined In NPRM 73-1. (A-77-71) 

Pipeline Safety Recommendation 
No. P-77-43.— The Safety Board on 
December 9 issued this recommenda¬ 
tion as a result of its investigation into 
the gas pipeline accident near El Paso, 
Tex., last August 9. 

Investigation indicated that natural 
gas under high pressure had been al¬ 
lowed briefly to enter a low-pressure 
natural gas distribution line and 
overpressure more than 750 customer 
service lines in a seven-block area of El 
Paso. Flames from gas pilots and thfe 
burners of appliances burned out of 
control and caused fires in nearby 
flammable materials. There were a 
few minor injuries and some minor 
property damage, but no fatalities. 

Firemen arrived within a few min¬ 
utes and, with the help of police, 
began shutting off gas meters at 
houses and businesses. At the time of 
the accident, a Southern Union Gas 
Co. street crew was replacing a section 
of 10-inch cast-iron, low-pressure gas 
main operating at 6 ounces per square 
inch (oz.) downstream of a pressure-re¬ 
ducing (regulator) station which had 
an inlet pressure of 20 psig. 

Investigation further showed that 
the section to be replaced was first iso¬ 
lated by closing two valves on the 
main, approximately 70 feet apart. A 
stopple fitting was then installed to 
isolate this section from the regulator 
station. A 2-inch bypass was installed 
around the stopple fitting and one of 
the isolating valves in order to supply 
the system while the replacement 
work was being performed. 

Although the gas company was 
aware that the section of main being 
replaced contained the pressure-sens¬ 
ing lines for both the regulator station 
and its monitor, the company appar¬ 
ently did not realize the potential 
hazard of isolating the pressure-sens¬ 
ing lines, making the two regulators 
inoperative. 

It was estimated that the pressure 
was allowed to build up in the low 
pressure system for 4 to 7 minutes 
before the street crew realized, by the 
sound of an increased flow of gas 
through the bypass, that something 
unusual had happened and opened the 
stopple fitting. There were no pressure 
gauges on the low-pressure system to 
indicate the maximum pressure put 
into the system; however, the pen of 
the pressure-recording gauge located 
approximately seven blocks away at 
another regulator station w f ent off the 
chart at 12 oz. 

In view of the potentially cata¬ 
strophic circumstances of this acci¬ 
dent—similar to the June 3, 1969, gas 
pipeline accident at Gary, Ind.. in 
which seven houses were destroyed 
and 45 others damaged—the Safety 
Board recommends that the Southern 
Union Gas Co.- 
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Evaluate the efects upon the gas system 
prior to placing any portion out of service 
and take actions necessary to assure contin¬ 
ued safe operation. Appendix G-12 of the 
ASME Guide for Gas Transmission and Dis¬ 
tribution Piping Systems—1976, provides 
guidance to aid in accomplishing these ac¬ 
tions. (P-77-43) 

Responses to Safety 
Recommendations 

Marine: M-74-36.— This recommen¬ 
dation was issued by the Safety Board 
after investigation into the loss of nu¬ 
merous vessels during heavy weather 
in the vicinity of Chetco River, Oreg., 
on or about August 16, 1972. The rec¬ 
ommendation asked Coast Guard to 
use all available means of communica¬ 
tions, including Citizens Band radio, in 
situations where a more rapid rescue 
could be provided. 

Coast Guard responded to the rec¬ 
ommendations on October 5. 1977, re¬ 
porting the issuance on September 16 
of a policy change which stated that 
Coast Guard will participate to a very 
limited extent in the use of Citizens 
Band radio service (CB) to enhance 
maritime safety. Coast Guard said, 
“• • • calls will be monitored at search 
and rescue stations on a secondary, 
not to interfere, basis with primary 
voice guards remaining on VHF-FM 
and 2182 KHZ." No special antennas 
or remoting equipment will be used. 
Coast Guard adds, "The coverage area 
will be whatever can be gained using 
FCC-type accepted equipment and a 
simple antenna installed at SAR sta¬ 
tions.” Coast Guard hopes that CB 
monitors will provide some additional 
degree of safety to the large number 
of small boaters equipped with CB; 
service should be available in time for 
the 1978 recreational boating season. 

On December 7 the Safety Board ac¬ 
knowledged Coast Guard’s October 5 
response and requested a copy of the 
September 16 policy change. The 
Board also asked to be kept abreast of 
Coast Guard’s evaluation efforts. 

Railroad: R-76-42: New York City 
Transit Authority letter of November 
22. responding to the Safety Board’s 
inquiry of November 2 (42 FR 60239, 
November 25, 1977) reference the tran¬ 
sit authority’s automatic train control 
system, indicates that the system pres¬ 
ently consists of signals and trip stops 
on the wayside and a trip cock on the 
train. 

The transit authority reports that it 
prohibits trains with inoperative train 
control from departing from a termi¬ 
nal for main track operation. The 
train equipment consists of the trip 
cock on the first car. As for introduc¬ 
tion of cab signalling on new lines, the 
transit authority reports that the date 
when the planned system will be oper¬ 
ational depends on funding for the 
new routes construction. 

Railroad: R-77-6 through 9; R-73-10 
and 11 .—Federal Railroad Administra¬ 


tion's letter of November 25 is in re¬ 
sponse to recommendations issued fol¬ 
lowing investigation of the collision of 
three Penn Central Transportation 
Co, freight trains at Leetonia, Ohio, 
on June 6, 1975. (See 41 FR 14020. 
April 1, 1976.) 

In answer to R-76-6. which recom¬ 
mended promulgation of regulations 
to prohibit trains from operating in 
occupied blocks except through the 
authority of a train order or by some 
other procedure with similar safe¬ 
guards. FRA reports analyzing rear- 
end collision date for the period 1965- 
1974 collected through FRA field in¬ 
vestigations. FRA has found that the 
majority of rear-end collisions investi¬ 
gated were caused by failure of operat¬ 
ing personnel to comply with restric¬ 
tive or absolute stop signals. FRA says 
that this indicates a need for operat¬ 
ing personnel training and testing to 
ensure compliance with existing oper¬ 
ating rules, rather than a need for ad¬ 
ditional regulation to prohibit train 
operation in occupied blocks. Also, 
FRA is analyzing training and testing 
data submitted under Part 217, Rail¬ 
road Operating Rules. When data 
analysis is complete, FRA will deter¬ 
mine what training and testing regula¬ 
tions are necessary to ensure adequate 
carrier programs. 

FRA also states, reference A-77-6, 
that by promulgating regulations 
which require highly conspicuous 
marking devices for the rear car of all 
passenger, commuter and freight 
trains, as mandated by Congress, addi¬ 
tional precautions have been taken to 
reduce the likelihood of rear-end colli¬ 
sions, both within and without occu¬ 
pied blocks. FRA believes that these 
actions negate the need for a regula¬ 
tion prohibiting trains from operating 
in blocks. 

Recommendation R-76-7 asked that 
FRA establish guidelines for and re¬ 
quire carriers to establish radio proce¬ 
dures to insure that trains which stop 
in restricted visibility areas will notify 
by radio or flag trains to the rear, and 
recommendation R-76-8 asked that 
FRA require that trains be equipped 
with operable radios and that railroad 
management provide guidelines for 
their use in normal service and in 
emergency situations. 

In response to these two recommen¬ 
dations. FRA states that a regulation 
requiring train radio for all carriers, to 
serve the sole purpose of notifying a 
following train that a train ahead was 
stopped, would be difficult to Justify 
where signaling or other means are 
provided to furnish the required pro¬ 
tection. or where traffic volume did 
not Justify the expenditure. However, 
in recognition of such emergency use 
of radio communications, FRA on Jan¬ 
uary 27. 1977, published in the Feder¬ 
al Register Part 220, Radio Standards 
and Procedures. After August 1, 1977, 


the operating rules of each railroad, 
with respect to radio communication, 
shall conform with the requirements 
of this Part. This Part describes the 
following procedures for the use of 
radios under emergency conditions in 
§ 220.47, Emergencies: 

(a) An emergency transmission shall be 
preceded by the word ‘'Emergency," repeat¬ 
ed three times. An emergency transmission 
shall have priority over all other transmis¬ 
sions. and the frequency or channel shall be 
kept clear of non-emergency traffic for the 
duration of the emergency transmission. 

(b) Emergency transmissions shall be used 
to report derailments, collisions, storms, 
wash-outs, fires, obstructions to tracks and 
other hazardous conditions which could 
result in death or Injury, damage to proper¬ 
ty or serious disruption of railroad oper¬ 
ations. Emergency transmissions shall de¬ 
scribe as completely as possible the nature, 
degree and location of the hazard. 

FRA believes that this wording will 
enable a railroad equipped with radio 
to utilize it for transmissions between 
a stopped train and a following train. 
Additionally, FRA published in the 
Federal Register on January 27, 1977. 
a final rule with which each railroad 
must comply after August 1. 1977. It 
concerns flag protection requirements 
for a train which is stopped or moving 
at a speed at which it is in danger of 
being overtaken by a following train. 

FRA notes that although the radio 
regulation does not require a carrier to 
equip itself with radio to achieve com¬ 
pliance with the regulation, it does 
detail mandatory requirements and 
procedures which a carrier must 
follow in utilizing radio for both rou¬ 
tine and emergency operations. 

With respect to R-76-9, recommend¬ 
ing that PRA continue investigation of 
the crashworthiness of locomotive 
cabs with emphasis on personnel 
safety and consideration of a readily 
accessible crash refuge. FRA’s Office 
of Rail Safety Research, together with 
the technical staff of the Transporta¬ 
tion Systems Center is continuing in¬ 
vestigation of the crashworthiness of 
locomotive cabs to eliminate hazards 
faced by cab occupants during colli¬ 
sion accidents. FRA says that this 
work has focused on control of over¬ 
ride for impact speeds less than about 
12 m.p.h., and for higher impact 
speeds, where component failure ren¬ 
ders such control infeasible, on direct 
measures for intrusion protection. 

FRA believes that the most efficient 
strategy for protecting the short hood 
end of the locomotive is to use a de¬ 
flector backed up with an energy ab¬ 
sorbing layer. FRA says that the de¬ 
velopment of this concept will consist 
of three major task areas: 

Analysis and Design— 

(a) Cost/benefit analysis to recommend 
the optimum speed. 

(b) Structural analysis of the impacted 
components. 

(c) Development of low-cost designs of 
protection systems for existing and new lo¬ 
comotives. 
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Test Evaluation— 

(a) Scale model tests to screen design con¬ 
cepts and to verify design analyses. 

(b) Full-scale prototype test evaluation of 
the deflecting system, including a mockup 
of the locomotive cab and the use of a 
dummy. 

Information Dissemination— 

(a) Establishment of design guidelines. 

(b) Distribution of test results to the 
trade, union, industry and other interested 
parties concerned about locomotive crash- 
worthiness. 

(c) Establishment of a training program 
for locomotive crews concerning the utiliza¬ 
tion of the protection system for maximum 
safety. 

FRA’s November 25 response also 
provides comments on recommenda¬ 
tions R-73-10 and 11, first issued by 
the Safety Board following investiga¬ 
tion of the head-on collision of two 
Penn Central trains at Herndon, Pa.. 
March 2, 1972. These recommenda¬ 
tions were reiterated in the Leetonia, 
Ohio, accident report. The recommen¬ 
dations asked FRA to promulgate reg¬ 
ulations requiring radio-equipped rail¬ 
roads to install and maintain operable 
units in appropriate parts of trains 
unless all employees are notified to 
the contrary by appropriate railroad 
procedures (R-73-10), and to require, 
when promulgating regulations to 
place operating safety responsibility 
jointly on an engineer and a conduc¬ 
tor, that they be located and informed 
so that they can make quick, effective 
decisions (R-73-11). 

Regarding R-73-10. FRA reports 
considerable time spent in examining 
the content, scope, and necessity of 
promulgating proper train radio proce¬ 
dures. FRA analysis of existing data 
indicates that the majority of acci¬ 
dents where radio communication is 
involved does not center upon the lack 
of radio, but rather on the misuse of 
such communications. “A regulation 
requiring train radio for all carriers 
with location such as the caboose and 
locomotive specified would be difficult 
to justify in the situation where sig¬ 
naling or other means is used to 
convey the necessary information for 
safe train operation to the crew¬ 
members,” FRA said. 

FRA reports that Part 220 now de¬ 
scribes the following procedures rela¬ 
tive to operating conditions or radios 
in § 220.37, Voice Test— 

(a) Each radio which Is used in connection 
with a railroad operation outside yard limits 
shall be tested at the point where the train 
is originally made up. At least once during 
each tour of duty, the engineer and conduc¬ 
tor shall be responsible for the testing of 
the radio to verify that the radio is operat¬ 
ing properly on the engine and caboose. The 
tests shall consist of an exchange of voice 
transmissions with another station. The 
other station shall advise the station con¬ 
ducting the test of the quality and readabi¬ 
lity of its transmission. 

(b) Any radio found not to be functioning 
properly shall be removed from service until 
it has been repaired. 


(c) When a radio is removed from service, 
each crewmember of the train and the train 
dispatcher or other employee designated by 
the railroad shall be so notified. 

The regulation also contains Instruc¬ 
tions concerning notification on fail¬ 
ure of train radio in § 220.41— 

The failure of an engine or caboose radio 
en route shall be reported as soon as practi¬ 
cable to the train dispatcher or other em¬ 
ployee designated by the railroad by an al¬ 
ternate means of communication available. 

FRA’s November 25 letter indicates 
no change in position in response to 
recommendation R-73-11; the initial 
response, made July 26, 1976, was: 

FRA recognizes the thinking of this rec¬ 
ommendation in relation to enhancing the 
safe movement of a train by having the con¬ 
ductor in closer proximity to the engineer to 
effectively monitor his actions in relation to 
signal indications; however, this would be an 
unnecessary redundancy as most carrier op¬ 
erating rules already require one other train 
crewmember to be in the control cab of the 
engine with the engineer. Operation of the 
train's movement is enhanced in other re¬ 
spects by having the conductor in his posi¬ 
tion on the rear of the train where he can 
readily observe the moving train for unsafe 
conditions and take immediate timely action 
when required. As carriers continue to mod¬ 
ernize by increasing their use of radio, the 
line of communication between the two 
ends of the train will improve to better 
enable the conductor to fulfill his responsi¬ 
bilities from his position on the rear of the 
train. 

Note.— The above notice summarizes 
Safety Board documents released and rec¬ 
ommendation response letters received re¬ 
cently. 

Single copies of the Board's safety recom¬ 
mendation issuances in their entirety are 
available to the public without charge. 
Copies of the full text of response letters 
and Board correspondence may be obtained 
at a cost of $4.00 for service and 10« per 
page for reproduction. 

Copies of the complete accident report No. 
NTSB-PAR-77-4 cannot be printed for sev¬ 
eral weeks. Notice will be given in the Fed¬ 
eral Register when the report is available, 
at which time single copies may be obtained 
from the Safety Board without charge. 

All requests for copies must be in writing, 
identified by the report or recommendation 
number and the date of publication of this 
notice in the Federal Register, and ad¬ 
dressed to: Public Inquiries Section, Nation¬ 
al Transportation Safety Board, Washing¬ 
ton. D.C. 20594. 

(Secs. 304(a)(2), 307. Independent Safety 
Board Act of 1974 (Pub. L. 93-633. 88 Stat. 
2169. 2172 (49 U.S.C. 1903, 1906)).) 

Margaret L. Fisher, 
Federal Register Liaison Officer. 

December 12, 1977. 

[FR Doc. 77-35779 Filed 12-14-77; 8:45 am] 


[ 7555 - 02 ] 

OFFICE OF SCIENCE AND 
TECHNOLOGY POLICY 

Executive Office of the President 

WORKING GROUP ON BASIC RESEARCH IN 
THE DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 

Meeting 

December 12,1977. 

In accordance with the Federal Advi¬ 
sory Committee Act, Pub. L. 92-463, 
the Office of Science and Technology 
Policy announces the following meet¬ 
ing: 

Name: Working Group on Basic Research in 
the Department of Defense. 

Date: January 5 and 6. 1977. 

Time: 9 a.m. to 4 p.m. 

Place: Room 3104, New Executive Office 
Building. 17th and Pennsylvania Avenue 
NW.. Washington D.C. 20500. 

Type of meeting: Open. 

Contact person: Dr. William P. Raney, Ex¬ 
ecutive Office of the President, Office of 
Science and Technology Policy. Washing¬ 
ton. D.C. 20500. telephone 202-395-3934. 
Summary minutes: May be obtained from 
the Office of Science and Technology 
Policy. Washington. D.C. 20500. 

Purpose of Advisory Committee: The Office 
of Science and Technology Policy is con¬ 
ducting a study which will lead to the for¬ 
mulation of policy governing the perfor¬ 
mance of basic research by or for the mis¬ 
sion agencies. Under the guidance of the 
Steering Committee on Basic Research in 
Mission Agencies, the Working Group on 
Basic Research in the DOD is to examine 
the policies and procedures and research 
programs of that agency for adequacy and 
balance between near term and long term 
technical objectives. 

Agenda: 9 a.m. to 4 p.m. Planning meeting 
to discuss detailed objectives of the study, 
methods of approach, and work schedule 
and assignments. 

William Montgomery. 

Executive Officer. 

[FR Doc. 77-35750 Filed 12-14-77; 8:45 am] 


[ 7715 - 01 ] 

POSTAL RATE COMMISSION 

[Docket No. R77-1] 

POSTAL RATE AND FEE CHANGES, 1977 

Modifications to Proposed Changes in Postal 
Rates and Fees 

December 8 , 1977. 

Notice is hereby given that on De¬ 
cember 2, 1977, the United States 
Postal Service filed in the above-cap¬ 
tioned proceeding a document entitled 
“Corrections to Prepared Testimony, 
Exhibits and Workpapers of Edward J. 
McCaffrey and to Attachment A of 
the Request Resulting from Changes 
in the Proposed Zoned Per-Pound 
Rates for Priority Mail.” In this filing. 
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the Postal Service amends its original 
rate request* of July 13. 1977 by pro¬ 
posing rates for priority mail which 
differ from the rates initially proposed 
with respect to the per-pound compo¬ 
nent of the rate structure. Revised 
Schedules A-3 and A~3a to the Postal 
Service’s request are appended to this 

•The Postal Rate Commission gave notice 
of the Postal Service’s request for a recom¬ 
mended decision on certain proposed 
changes in postal rates and fees at 42 FR 
37330 (July 20. 1977). 


Notice as Attachment A: the balance 
of the Postal Service’s filing, which 
consists of numerical changes support¬ 
ing the newly-proposed priority mail t 
rates, is available for public inspection 
in the Commission’s reading room 
during regular business hours. 

In light of the limited character of 
the Postal Service’s modifications to 
its original rate request, the Commis¬ 
sion does not anticipate that there will 
be any need to depart from the proce¬ 


dures or schedule already adopted for 
the conduct of the pending rate pro¬ 
ceeding. However, because the changes 
may affect the interests of current or 
potential participants in this docket, 
the Commission wil entertain appro¬ 
priate motions for intervention or for 
the acceptance of supplemental testi¬ 
mony on or before December 22, 1977. 

David P. Harris, 

• Secretary. 

Revised 12-1-77 


SCHEDULE A-3 

Proposed Priority Mail Rates 


Postage Rate Unit 
(Pounds) 


Rate 1 / 
(dollars) 




Zones 

* 



Local 

1, 2 & 3 

4 

5 ’ 

6 

7 

8 


1 . 



. 1.49 

1.55 

1.61 

1.69 

1.77 

1.87 

1.5. 



. 1.57 

1.66 

1.76 

1.88 

1.99 

2.14 

2. 



1.66 

1.77 

1.91 

2.06 

2.22 

2.41 

2.5. 



1.74 

1.89 

2.06 

2.25 

2.44 

2.69 

3. 



1.83 

2.00 

2.20 

2.44 

2.67 

2.96 

3.5. 



. 1.91 

2.11 

2.35 

• 2.62 

2.89 

3.23 

4. 



. 2.00 

2.23 

2.50 

2.81 

3.12 

3.50 

4.5. 

• 


2.08 

2.34 

2.64 

2.99 

3.34 

3.78 

5. 



2.17 

2.46 

2.79 

3.18 

3.57 

4.05 

Per Piece... 



. $1.32 

$1.32 

$1.32 

$1.32 

$1.32 

$1.32 

Per Pound... 



. 16.9c 

22.7 c 

29.4 c 

37.2 c 

44.9 c 

54. 6 C 


17 Exception: Parcels weighing less than 15 pounds, measuring over 84 inches 
but not exceeding 100 inches in length and girth combined, are 
chargeable with a minimum rate equal to that for a 15-pound 
parcel for the zone to which addressed. 
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Schedule A-3o 

Proposed rMOPlTV SATC SCMCt/ULC 


NT 

LC, 1 ,&,S 

roue 4 

rone 5 

Zone 6 

zone 7 

Zone 6 

1.0 

1.49 

1.55 

1.61 

1.69 

1.77 

1.67 

1.5 

1.57 

1.66 

1.76 

1.86 

1.99 

2.14 

2.0 

i.ee 

1.77 

1.01 

2.06 

a .22 

2.41 

2.5 

1.74 

1.69 

2.06 

2.25 

2.44 

2.69 

3.0 

1.63 

2.00 

2.20 

2.44 

2.67 

2.96 

3.5 

1.91 

2.11 

2.35 

2.62 

2.69 

3.23 

• 4.0 

2.00 

2.23 

2 . SO 

2.61 

3.12 

3 .SO 

4.5 

2.06 

2.34 

2.64 

2.99 

3.34 

3.73 

5 

2.17 

2.46 

2.79 

3.18 

3.57 

4.05 

6 

2.33 

2.68 

3.08 

3.55 

4.01 

4.60 

7 

2.50 

2.91 

3.38 

3.02 

4.46 

5.14 

a 

2.67 

3.14 

3.67 

4.30 

4.91 

5.69 

9 

2.84 

3.36 

3.97 

4.67 

5.36 

6.23 

10 

3.01 

3.59 

4.26 

5.04 

5.81 

6 . 73 

11 

3.13 

3.82 

4.55 

5.41 

6.26 

7.33 

12 

3.35 

4.04 

4.65 

5.78 

6.71 

7.87 

13 

3.52 

4.27 

5.14 

6.16 

7.16 

3.42 

14 

. 3.69 

4.50 

5.44 

6.53 

7.61 

8.96 

15 

3.86 

4.73 

5.73 

6.90 

8.06 

9.51 

16 

4.02 

4.95 

6 . 0 c 

7.27 

6.50 

10.06 

17 

4.19 

5.18 

6.32 

7.64 

8.95 

10.60 

IS 

4.36 

5.41 

6.61 

8.02 

9 .MO 

11.15 

19 

H.S 3 

5.63 

6.91 

8.39 

9.85 

11.69 

20 

4.70 

5.66 

7,20 

8.76 

10.30 

12.24 

21 

4.87 

6.09 

7.49 

9.13 

10.75 

12.79 



- 6 v 31 - 



• •• 11 * 20 * 

j 3 # - 33 - 

cc 

5*.04 - 

• ••• 7 . 79 - * * 




23 

5.21 

6.54 

6.08 

9.68 

n!e 5 

13.83 

24 

5.33 

6.77 

8.38 

10.25 

12.10 

14.42 

25 

5.55 

7.00 

8.67 

10.62 

12.55 

14.97 

26 

5.71 

7.22 

8.96 

10.99 

12.99 

15.52 

27 

5.83 

7.45 

0.26 

11.36 

13.44 

16.06 

26 

6.05 

7.68 

0.55 

11*74 

13.89 

16.61 

29 

6.22 

7.90 

9.35 

12.11 

14.34 

17.15 

30 

6.39 

8.13 

10.14 

12.48 

14.79 

17.70 

31 

6.56 

8.36 

10.45 

12.65 

15.24 

18.25 

32 

6.73 

8.58 

10.73 

13.22 

15.69 

18.79 

33 

6.90 

8.81 

11.02 

13.60 

16.14 

19.34 

34 

7.07 

9.04 

11.32 

13.97 

16.59 

19.68 

35 

7.24 

9.27 

11.61 

14.34 

17.04 

20.43 

36 

7.40 

9.49 

11.90 

14.71 

17.48 

20.93 

37 

7.57 

0.72 

12.20 

15.08 

17.93 

21.52 

38 

7.74 

9.95 

12 . 49 

15.46 

16.38 

22.07 

39 

7.91 

10.17 

12.79 

15.83 

13.33 

22.61 

40 

8.08 

10.40 

13.08 

16.20 

19.28 

23.16 

41 

8.25 

10.63 

13.37 

16.57 

19.73 

23.71 

42 

8.42 

10.85 

13.67 

16.94 

20.18 

24.25 

43 

8.59 

11.08 

13.96 

17.32 

20.63 

24.60 

44 

8.76 

LI. 31 

14.26 

17.69 

21.08 

25.34 

45 

8.93 

11.54 

14.55 

18.06 

21.53 

25.69 

46 

9.09 

11.76 

14.84 

18.43 

21.97 

26.44 

47 

9.26 

11.99 

15.14 

18.80 

22.42 

26 . 9 S 

48 

9.43 

12.22 

15.43 

19.18 

22.87 

27.53 

49 

9.60 

12.44 

15.73 

19.55 

23.32 

28.07 

50 

9.77 

12.67 

16.02 

19.92 

23.77 

28.62 

51 

9.94 

12.90 

16.31 

20.29 

24.22 

29.17 

52 

10.11 

13.12 

16.61 

20.66 

24.67 

£ 9.71 

53 

10.28 

13.35 

16.90 

21.04 

25.12 

30.26 

54 

10.45 

13.58 

17.20 

21.41 

25.57 

30.60 

55 

10.62 

13.81 

17.49 

21.78 

26.02 

31.35 

56 

10.78 

14.03 

17.78 

22.15 

26.46 

31.90 

57 

10.95 

14.26 

18.08 

22.52 

26.91 

32.44 

56 

11.12 

14.49 

18.37 

22.90 

27.36 

32.99 

59 

11.29 

14.71 

18.67 

23.27 

27.81 

33.53 

60 

11.46 

14.94 

18.96 

23.64 

28.26 

34.08 

61 

11.63 

15.17 

19 . 2 S 

24.01 

28.71 

34.63 

62 

11.30 

15.39 

19.55 

24.38 

29.16 

3 S .17 

63 

11.97 

15.62 

19.34 

24.76 

29.61 

35.72 

64 

12.14 

15.65 

20.14 

25.13 

30.06 

36.26 

65 

12.31 

16.08 

20.43 

25.50 

30.51 

36.81 

66 

12.47 

16.30 

20.72 

25.37 

. 30.95 

37 . 36 

67 

12.64 

16.53 

21.02 

26.24 

31.40 

37.90 

68 

12.81 

16.76 

21.31 

26.62 

31.85 

38.45 

69 

12.98 

16.98 

21.61 

26.99 

32.30 

38.99 

70 

13.15 

17.21 

21.90 

27.36 

32.75 

39.54 


[FRDoc.77-35624Piiedl2-14-77;8:45am] 
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[ 3190 - 01 ] 

OFFICE OF THE SPECIAL REPRESEN¬ 
TATIVE FOR TRADE NEGOTIA¬ 
TIONS 

TRADE POLICY STAFF COMMITTEE 

Solicitation of Public Viows 

Pursuant to section 201 of the Trade 
Act of 1974. on December 1 the U.S. 
Internation Trade Commission report¬ 
ed to the President on the case of high 
carbon ferrochromium (Investigation 
No. TA-201-28). The Commission sub¬ 
mitted a report containing an affirma¬ 
tive determination that high carbon 
ferrochromium, provided for in item 
607.31 of the Tariff Schedules of the 
United States (TSUS), is being import¬ 
ed into the United States in such in¬ 
creased quantities as to be a substan¬ 
tial cause of the threat of serious 
injury to the domestic industry pro¬ 
ducing an article like or directly com¬ 
petitive with the imported article. The 
Commission (three of four Commis¬ 
sioners voting) finds and recommends ! 
that there be imposed a rate of duty 
as follows, in addition to the existing 
column 1 rate of duty, to prevent the 
threat of serious injury: 


Ferrochromium containing over 3 pet by 
weight of carbon classifiable under item 
607.31 of the TSUS 


Pet ad val. 

1st year. 

rr 30 

2nd year... 

_______ 30 

3rd year.. 

.. . . 25 

4th year.. 

.... 20 

5th year..-..... 

- 20 


Within 60 days of receiving a report 
from the Commission containing an 
affirmative determination, the Presi¬ 
dent must determine what method 
and amount of import relief he will 
provide or determine that the provi¬ 
sion of relief is not in the national eco¬ 
nomic interest, and whether he will 
direct expeditious consideration of ad¬ 
justment assistance petitions. 

In determining whether to provide 
import relief and what method and 
amount of import relief he will pro¬ 
vide, the President must take into ac¬ 
count, in addition to other consider¬ 
ations he may deem relevant, the fol¬ 
lowing factors: 

(1) The probable effectiveness of the 
import relief as a means to promote 


adjustment, the efforts being made or 
to be implemented by the industry 
concerned to adjust to import competi¬ 
tion, and other considerations relevant 
to the position of the industry in the 
nation’s economy: 

(2) The effect of import relief on 
consumers and on competition in the 
domestic markets for such articles; 

(3) The effect of import relief on the 
international economic interest of the 
United States; 

(4) The impact on U.S. industries 
and firms as a consequence of any pos¬ 
sible modification of duties or other 
import restrictions which may result 
from international obligations with re¬ 
spect to compensation; 

(5) The geographic concentration of 
imported products marketed in the 
United States; 

(6) The extent to which the U.S. 
market is a focal point for exports of 
such article by reason of restraints on 
exports of such article to. or on im¬ 
ports of such article into, third coun¬ 
try markets; and 

(7) The economic and social costs 
which would be incurred by taxpayers, 
communities and workers if import 
relief were or were not provided. 

The Office of the Special Represen¬ 
tative for Trade Negotiations chairs 
the interagency Trade Policy Commit¬ 
tee structure that makes recommenda¬ 
tions to the President as to what 
action, if any. he should take on re¬ 
ports submitted by the Commission 
under section 201(d). In order to assist 
the Trade Policy Staff Committee in 
developing recommendations to the 
President as to what action to take 
under sections 202 and 203 of the 
Trade Act of 1974, the Committee wel¬ 
comes briefs from interested parties 
on the above listed subjects. 

Briefs should be submitted in twenty 
(20) copies to Chairman, Trade Policy 
Staff Committee, room 728, Office of 
the Special Representative for Trade 
Negotiations. 1800 G Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 20506. 

To be considered by the Trade 
Policy Staff Committee, submissions 
should be received in the Office of the 


Special Representative for Trade Ne¬ 
gotiations no later than December 30, 
1977. 

William B. Kelly, Jr., 
Chairman, Trade 
Policy Staff Committee . 
[FR Doc. 77-35726 Piled 12-14-77: 8:45 am] 


[ 4910 - 60 ] 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Hazardous Materials Operations Office 

EXEMPTION APPLICATIONS 

AGENCY: Materials Transportation 
Bureau, DOT. 

ACTION: List of Applications for Ex¬ 
emption. 

SUMMARY: In accordance with the 
procedures governing the application 
for, and the processing of, exemptions 
from the Department of Transporta¬ 
tion’s Hazardous Materials Regula¬ 
tions (49 CFR Part 107, Subpart B), 
notice is hereby given that the Office 
of Hazardous Materials Operations of 
the Materials Transportation Bureau 
has received the applications described 
herein. 

DATES: Comments by January 5, 
1978. 

ADDRESSED TO: Dockets Section, 
Office of Hazardous Materials Oper¬ 
ations. Department of Transportation. 
Washington. D.C. 20590. Comments 
should refer to the application 
number and be submitted in triplicate. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION: 
Complete copies.of the applications 
are available for inspection and copy¬ 
ing at the Public Docket Room. Office 
of Hazardous Materials Operations, 
Department of Transportation, room 
6500, Trans Point Building, 2100 2d 
Street SW.. Washington, D.C. 

Each mode of transportation for 
which a particular exemption is re¬ 
quested is indicated by a number in 
the “Nature of Application’’ portion of 
the table below as follows: 1—Motor 
vehicle, 2—Rail freight. 3—Cargo 
vessel. 4—Cargo-only aircraft, 5—Pas¬ 
senger-carrying aircraft. 


New Exemptions 

Application No. 

Applicant Regulation(s) 

affected 

Nature of application 

7873-N. 

.... Bromine Compounds Ltd., 49 CFR 

Beer Sheva, Israel. 173.353(e). 

To authorize shipment of methyl 
bromide In non-DOT portable 
tanks, (modes 1. 3). 
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NOTICES 


New Exemptions—C ontinued 


Application No. 

Applicant 

Regulation(s) 

affected 

Nature of application 

7874-N.-..~.™ 

... GTE Sylvania Inc., 
Danvers. Mass. 

49 CFR 173.206. 
175.3. 

To authorize shipment of metallic 
sodium contained in reprographic 
lamps in noa-DOT packaging, 
(modes 1. 2. 3. 4). 

7876-N. 

Ford Motor Co.. 

Dearborn, Mich. 

49 CFR Parts 
100-199. 

To authorize shipment of air bags 
employing an explosive device in 
DOT-12H, 23F or 23H fiberboard 
boxes or non-DOT wooden or 
metal boxes without labels, plac¬ 
ards or following shipping paper 
requirements, (modes 1. 2. 3. 4. 5). 

7876-N... 

... Allied Chemical Corp., 
Morristow'n, N.J. 

49 CFR 
173.299(a). 

To authorize shipment of a mixture 
of nitric acid, hydrofluoric acid, 
concentration less than 4% as 
“etching acid liquid. n.o.s." (modes 
1. 2, 3. 4, 5). 

7879-N.— 

... Gearhart-Owen Ind., Fort 
Worth, Tex. 

49 CFR 
173.246(a)(1). 
175.3. 

To authorize shipment of bromine 
trifluoride in a non-DOT pressure 
vessel, (modes 1, 2, 3, 4). 

788!-N...««.. 

... FMC Corp.. Philadelphia, 
Pa. 

49 CFR 172.101... 

To authorize stowage of sodium sul¬ 
fide. classed as a corrosive solid, 
under deck, (mode 3). 

7883-N.-.. 

... E. I. du Pont de Nemours 
& Co.. Inc.. Wilmington, 
Del. 

49 CFR 
173.31(c)(2). 

To ship metallic sodium in DOT- 
105A300-W tank cars excepted 
from the periodic hydrostatic 
retest, (mode 2). 

7884-N. 

Suburban Airservice Inc., 
Laurel. Md. 

49 CFR 
175.75(a)(3), 
175.700. 

To transport radioactive pharma¬ 
ceuticals exceeding 50 transport 
indices stowed at less than pre¬ 
scribed separation distances, 
(mode 4). 

7885-N. 

... The Mercoid Corp.. 
Chicago. III. 

49 CFR Parts 
100-199. 

To ship certain small quantity pack¬ 
ages of flammable liquids or flam¬ 
mable gases excepted from the 
regulations, (modes 1. 2. 3. 4. 5). 

7886-N. 

.... W. H. Barr & Co., 
Memphis. Tenn. 

49 CFR 173.245... 

To ship a corrosive liquid, n.o.s. in 
non-DOT specification metal 
cans/fiberboard box packaging, 
(mode 1). 

7887-N. 

.... Estes Industries. Inc., 
Penrose, Colo. 

49 CFR 172.411... 

To ship packages of toy propellant 
devices as an ORM-D material 
and excepted from labeling re¬ 
quirements. (modes 1. 2. 4. 5). 

7888-N... 

.... Rheem Manufacturing 
Co.. Linden, N.J. 

49 CFR Part 173, 
Subpart F. 

To manufacture, mark, and sell 
non-DOT Specification 55 gallon 
polyethylene drums for shipment 
of corrosive liquids, (modes 1. 2, 
3). 

To ship methyl Isocyanate in DOT- 
51 portable tanks, (modes 1, 3). 

7890-N—.. 

.... Union Carbide Corp., 
Bound Brook. N-J. 

49 CFR 
173.119(m). 

7891-N. 

.... United Parcel Service, 
Greenwich, Conn. 

49 CFR 
173.345(a), 
173.364(a), 
172.504. 

To except certain small quantity 
Class B poison packages from la¬ 
beling requirements, and flamma¬ 
ble solids from placarding require¬ 
ments. (mode 1). 


Note.— This notice of receipt of applica¬ 
tions for new exemptions is published in ac¬ 
cordance with Section 107 of the Hazardous 
Materials Transportation Act (49 CFR 
U.S.C. 1806; 49 CFR 1.53(e)). 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on De¬ 
cember 6, 1977. 

J. R. Grothe, 

Chief, Exemptions Branch, Office 
of Hazardous Materials Operations. 

[FR Doc. 77-35460 Filed 12-14-77; 8:45 am) 


[ 4910 - 60 ] 

EXEMPTION APPLICATIONS 

AGENCY: Materials Transportation 
Bureau, DOT. 

ACTION; List of Applications for Re¬ 
newal of Exemption or Application to 
Become a Party to an Exemption. 

SUMMARY: In accordance with the 
procedures governing the application 
for, and the processing of, exemptions 
from the Department of Transporta¬ 
tion’s Hazardous Materials Regula¬ 


tions (49 CFR Part 107, Subpart B), 
notice is hereby given that the Office 
of Hazardous Materials Operations of 
the Materials Transportation Bureau 
has received the applications described 
herein. Normally, the modes of trans¬ 
portation would be identified and the 
nature of application would be de¬ 
scribed. However, this notice is abbre¬ 
viated to expedite docketing and 
public notice. These applications have 
been separated from the new applica¬ 
tions for exemptions to facilitate pro¬ 
cessing. 

DATES: Comments by December 29. 
1977. Addressed to: Dockets Section, 
Office of Hazardous Materials Oper¬ 
ations, Department of Transportation, 
Washington, D.C. 20590. Comments 
should refer to the application 
number and be submitted in triplicate. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION: 
Complete copies of the applications 
are available for inspection and 
copying at the Public Docket Room. 
Office of Hazardous Materials Oper¬ 
ations, Department of Transporta¬ 
tion, room 6500, Trans Point Build¬ 
ing. 2100 2d Street SW., Washington, 
D.C. 


Application Applicant Renewal of 

No. Exemption 


1479-X. U.S. Department of 1479 

Defense. Washington. 

D.C. 

1479-X. Allied Chemical Corp., 1479 


Morristown. N.J. 

1862-X__ Greer Hydraulics. Inc., 1862 

Los Angeles, Calif. 

2709-X_ U.S. Department of 2709 

Defense. Washington. 

D.C. 


2901-X. Ozark-Mahoning Co.. 2901 

Tulsa. Okla. 

3121-X. U-S. Department of 3121 

Defense. Washington. 

D.C. 

3302-X. Alrco Industrial Gases, 3302 

Murray Hill. N.J. 

3302- X. Air Products & 3302 

Chemicals Inc., 

Allentown. Pa. 

3744-X. FMCCorp.. 3744 

Philadelphia. Pa. 

3744-X... Thompson-Hayward 3744 

Chemical Co.. Kansas 
City. Kans. 

3897-X_ Dow Chemical U.S.A 3897 

Freeport, Tex. 

4600-X. Velsicol Chemical Corp.. 4600 

Chicago. Ill. 

466I-X. Foote Mineral Co., 4661 

Exton. Pa. 

5022-X .. U.S. Department of 5022 

Defense, Washington. 

D.C. 


5923-X.... Union Carbide Corp., 5923 

Tarry town. N.Y. 

6068-X. U.S. Department of 6° 68 

Defense, Washington, 

D.C. 
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Application Applicant 

Ato. 


Renewal of Application Applicant 

exemption No. 


6070-X.~«~- Cities Service Co.. 

Atlanta, Ga. 

6126-X.. Dow Chemical Co.. 

Midland. Mich. 

6173-X......... Publicker Industries 

Inc.. Philadelphia, Pa. 

6228-X_... Air Products Sc 

Chemicals. Inc., 
Allentown, Pa. 

6232-X...**~~ McDonnell Douglas 

Corp.. St. Louis. Mo. 
6232-X..~..*.. U8. Department of the 
Army. Washington. 
DC. 

6250-X........ U.S. Department of the 

Army, Washington. 
D.C. 

6253-X......... Robeco Chemicals Inc.. 

New York. N.Y. 

6397-X......... Harstan Chemical 

Corp.. Brooklyn. N.Y. 
6427-X......... Martin Marietta 

Chemicals. Charlotte, 
N C 

6464-X......... Philadelphia Gas 

Works. Philadelphia. 
Pa. 

6468-X- Martin Marietta 

Chemicals. Charlotte. 
N.C. 

6629-X.. Penwal Inc., Ashland. 

Mass. 

6702-X..„..^. Dow Chemical Co.. 

Midland. Mich. 

6735-X. Great Lakes Chemical 

Corp., El Dorado. Ark. 

0749-X-- Tesco Chemicals Inc.. 

Marietta, Ga. 

6758-X.. Roper Plastics Inc.. 

Anaheim. Calif. 

6768-X.. PPG Industries. Inc., 

Pittsburgh. Pa. 

6800-XPlasti-Drum Corp.. 

Lock port. Ill. 

6820-X.. Georgia-Pacific Corp., 

Montebello, Calif. 

6838-X. Air Cruisers Co.. 

Belmar. N.J. 

6913-X......... Continental Oil Co.. 

Houston. Tex. 

6978-X- North Texas LPG Corp., 

Houston. Tex. 

7052-X..... Power Conversion Inc., 

Mt. Vernon. N.Y. 

7094-X..... Jefferson Chemical Co.. 

Belial re, Tex. 

7094-X......... Union Carbide Corp., 

Bound Brook. N.J. 

7205-X......... U.S. Department of the 

Army. Washington. 
DC. 

7247-X. U.S. Department of 

Defense. Washington. 
D.C. 

7257-X-- Brewer Chemical Corp., 

Honolulu. Hawaii. 

7260-X. Atlas Powder Co., 

Dallas, Tex. 

7477-X......„. Systran Dormer. 

Berkeley. Calif. 

7482-X.. Monsanto Co.. St. Louis, 

Mo. 

7491-X.... Process Engineering. 

Inc., Plaistow. N.H. 

7514-X. Olin Corp., Stamford. 

Conn.. 

7538-X.. U.S. Department of the 

Army, Washington. 
D.C. 

7605-X....««. General Dynamics, Port 
Worth. Tex. 

7638-XMinnesota Valley 
Engineering. New 
Prague. Minn. 

764 l-X..... American President 

Lines. Seattle. Wash. 

7714-X. Suttons International 

Ltd., London. England. 


6070 

6126 

6173 

6228 

6232 

6232 

6250 

6253 

6397 

6427 

6464 

6468 

6629 

6702 

6735 

6749 

6758 

6768 

6800 

6820 

6838 

6913 

6978 

7052 

7094 

7094 

7205 

7247 

7257 

7260 

7477 

7482 

7491 

7514 

7536 

7605 

7638 


7641 

7714 


7882-X- Dow Chemical Co.. 

Midland. Mich. 

2650-P_ 

. Witco Chemical Corp., 
Richmond. Calif. 

3307-P......... Explosives. Inc., 

Pittsfield. I1L 

3307-P_ 

. Oak Hill Parts. Inc.. 

Oak Hill. Ohio. 

6039-P......... El Paso Products Co.. 

Odessa, Tex. 

6258-P_ 

, Malllnckradt. Inc., St. 
Louis. Mo. 

6418-P_ 

Shell Oil Co., Houston, 
Tex. 

6554-P_ 

Chem Lab Products 

Inc., Anaheim. Calif. 

6614-P_ 

HASA Chemicals Inc.. 
Saugus. Calif. 

6614-P__ 

Chem Lab Products 

Inc., Anaheim. Calif. 

6616-P_ 

Acoustics Inc.. 

Charlotte. NC. 

6616-P- 

Bill Winstead 

Enterprises Inc.. 
Doraville. Ga. 

6616-P_ 

Safety Inc.. St. Louis, 

Mo. 

6616-P_ 

Safety Systems. 
Roanoke. Va. 

6616-P_ 

General Fire Equipment 
Co.. Spokane, Wash. 

6616-P_ 

EScM Sales. Inc.. 
Englewood. Colo. 

6616-P_ 

Borrell Bigby Electric 
Co.. Inc.. Tampa, Fla. 

6616-P_ 

Universal Fire 
Equipment Co.. 

Dallas, Tex. 

6616-P_ 

Texas Fire Sc Safety 

Inc., Houston. Tex. 

6616-P_ 

Advanced Safety 
Systems, Inc.. 

Woburn. Mass. 

6616-P. 

Pacific Fire Protection. 
Inc.. Honolulu. Hawaii. 

6616-P_ 

W. E. Healey Sc 
Associates. Inc.. 


Bloomfield Hills. Mich. 

6616-P_ 

Interstate Welding Sales 
Corp., Marinette. Wis. 

6616-P _ 

Wm. H. Ladew. Inc., 
Dallas, Tex. 

6616-P_ 

Fire Systems. Inc- 
White Plains. N.Y. 

6616-P_ 

Reliable Fire Equipment 
Co.. Alsip. Ill. 

6616-P_ 

Jorgensen Sc Co., 

Fresno. Calif. 

6616-P_ 

D. P. Facilities Inc.. New 
York. N.Y. 

6616-P ......... 

Orr Safety Equipment 
Co.. Inc., Louisville, 

Ky. 

6760-P_ 

MFC Services. 

Clarksdale. Miss. 

6806-P. 

UTC Industrial Hygiene 
Laboratory. Hartford, 
Conn. 

6904-P _ 

Columbia Organic 
Chemicals Co.. 
Columbia, S.C. 

6923-P_ 

El Paso Products Co.. 
Odessa. Tex. 

7076-P 

Bausch Sc Lomb, 
Rochester. N.Y. 

7470-P_ 

National Zinc Co.. 
Bartlesville. Okla. 

7584-P . 

Trans Mediterranean 

• 

Maritime (New York) 
Inc., New York. N.Y. 

7738-P _ 

Tank Container 
International. 
Schaumburg. Ill. 

7803-P.. 

Spectrowax Corp., 
Brighton. Mass. 


Parties to I Application Applicant Parties to 

Exemption No. Exemption 


7882 

2650 

3307 

3307 

6039 

6258 

6418 

6554 

6614 

6614 

6616 

6616 

6616 

6616 

6616 

6616 

6616 

6616 

6616 

6616 

6616 

6616 

6616 

6616 

6616 

6616 

6616 

6616 

6616 

6760 

6806 

6904 

6923 

7076 

7470 

7584 

7738 

7803 


7810-P......... Pennwalt Corp., 7810 

Philadelphia, Pa. 


Note.— This notice of receipt of applica¬ 
tions for renewal of exemptions and for 
party to an exemption is published in accor¬ 
dance with Section 107 of the Hazardous 
Materials Transportation Act (49 CFR 
U.S.C. 1806; 49 CFR 1.53(e)). 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on De¬ 
cember 6. 1977. 

J. R. Grothe, 

Chief, Exemptions Branch, 
Office of Hazardous Materials 
Operations. 

[FR Doc. 77-35461 Filed 12-14-77; 8;45 am] 


[ 4910 - 06 ] 

Federal Railroad Administration 
(Docket No. RFA 511-77-31] 
GUARANTEE OF OBLIGATIONS 
Receipt of Application 

AGENCY: Federal Railroad Adminis¬ 
tration (FRA), U.S. Department of 
Transportation. 

ACTION: Notice of receipt of applica¬ 
tion for a guarantee of obligations. 

DATE: Comments must be received 
not later than January 5, 1978. 

ADDRESS: Written comments should 
be addressed to: 

Associate Administrator for Federal Assis¬ 
tance, Federal Railroad Administration. 
400 7th Street SW., Washington. D.C. 
20590. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Principal program person: William 
E. Loftus, Director, Office of Nation¬ 
al Freight Assistance Programs, 202- 
426-9657. 

Principal attorney: Sander M. 
Bieber, Office of Chief Counsel, 202- 
426-8220. 

SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION: 
Project Notice is hereby given that 
the Delaware and Hudson Railway Co. 
(Applicant), 40 Beaver Street, Albany, 
N.Y. 12207, has filed an application 
with FRA under section 511 of the 
Railroad Revitalization and Regula¬ 
tory Reform Act of 1976, 45 U.S.C. 
831, for guarantee by the United 
States of an obligation in the maxi¬ 
mum amount of $7,539,520 to refi¬ 
nance 20 General Motors Model GP 
39-2 Diesel Electric Locomotives now 
under a conditional sales agreement 
held by the U.S. Railway Association 
(USRA). 

Justification for Project Applicant 
believes that the original purchase of 
the locomotives was justified by the 
present and future demand for its rail 
service, and that the locomotives 
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enable it to meet existing needs for its 
rail service and to provide improved 
service to shippers. Applicant states 
that the locomotives are the most 
modem and efficient in its fleet, that 
they do not require heavy mainte¬ 
nance to permit effective utilization, 
and that thier good condition is a ma¬ 
terial aid to Applicant's efforts to pro¬ 
vide reliable rail service. 

Applicant states that the refinanc¬ 
ing will enable it to benefit from any 
reduction in the interest rate on its ob¬ 
ligation to USRA made possible to the 
refinancing. 

Comments: Written comments 

should indicate the docket number 
shown above and should state whether 
the commenter supports or opposes 
the application and the reasons there¬ 
for. Comments will be % taken into con¬ 
sideration by the FRA in evaluating 
the application. Formal acknowledg¬ 
ment of the comments will not be pro¬ 
vided. 

Inspection: The application is avail¬ 
able for inspection during normal busi¬ 
ness hours in room 5416 at the above 
address of the FRA, subject to the reg¬ 
ulations of the Office of the Secretary 
of Transportation, set forth in part 7 
of Title 49 of the Code of Federal Reg¬ 
ulations, and the applicable regula¬ 
tions and rules of the FRA. 

The FRA has not approved or disap¬ 
proved this application, nor has it 
passed upon the accuracy or adequacy 
of the information contained therein. 

(Sec. 511 of the Railroad Revitalization and 
Regulatory Reform Act of 1976.) 

Dated: December 14, 1977. 

Raymond K. James, 

Chief Counsel, 
Federal Railroad 
Administration. 

[FR Doc. 77-36081 Filed 12-14-77:11:17 am) 


[ 4810 - 35 ] 

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 

Fiscal Service 

[Dept. Circ. 570,1977 Rev., Supp. No. 6] 

SURETY COMPANIES ACCEPTABLE ON 
FEDERAL BONDS 

A certificate of authority as an ac¬ 
ceptable surety on Federal bonds is 
hereby issued by the Secretary of the 
Treasury to the following company 
under sections 6 to 13 of title 6 of the 
United States Code. An underwriting 
limitation of $135,000 has been estab¬ 
lished for the company. 

Name of Company, Business Address, and 
State in Which Incorporated 

Cotton Belt Insurance Company, Inc. 


Post Office Box 29405 
New Orleans, Louisiana 70189 
Tennessee 

Certificates of authority expire on 
June 30 of each year, unless sooner re¬ 
voked, and new certificates are issued 
on July 1 so long as the companies 
remain qualified (31 CFR Part 223). A 
list of qualified companies is published 
annually as of July 1 in Department 
Circular 570, with details as to under¬ 
writing limitations, areas in which li¬ 
censed to transact surety business and 
other information. Copies of the circu¬ 
lar, when issued, may be obtained 
from the Audit Staff, Bureau of Gov¬ 
ernment Financial Operations, De¬ 
partment of the Treasury, Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 20226. 

Dated: December 9, 1977. 

D. A. Pagliai, 
Commissioner, Bureau of 
Government Financial Operations. 

[FR Doc. 77-35788 Filed 12-14-77; 8:45 am) 


[ 4810 - 25 ] 

Office of the Secretary 
[Treasury Dept. Order No. 255) 

DONALD C LUBICK 

Delegation of Authority 

By virtue of the authority vested in 
me as Secretary of the Treasury, 
Donald C. Lubick Is designated Acting 
Assistant Secretary (Tax Policy) effec¬ 
tive immediately and continuing until 
an Assistant Secretary (Tax Policy) is 
appointed and takes office. As such, he 
is authorized to exercise all authority 
delegated to the Assistant Secretary 
(Tax Policy). 

I Dated: December 12,1977. 

W. Michael Blumenthal, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 
[FR Doc. 77-35876 Filed 12-14-77; 12:55 pm) 


[ 7035 - 01 ] 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Volume No. 47) 

PETITIONS, APPLICATIONS, FINANCE MATTERS 
(INCLUDING TEMPORARY AUTHORITIES), 
RAILROAD ABANDONMENTS, ALTERNATE 
OUTE DEVIATIONS, AND INTRASTATE AP- 
LICATIONS 

Petitions for Modification, Inter¬ 
pretation, or Reinstatement of Op¬ 
erating Rights Authority 

December 9,1977. 

Notice 

The following petitions seek modifi¬ 


cation or interpretation of existing op- 
| erating rights authority, or reinstate¬ 
ment of terminated operating rights 
| authority. 

The Commission has recently pro¬ 
vided for easier identification of sub¬ 
stantive petition matters and all docu¬ 
ments should clearly specify the 
“docket”, “sub”, and “suffix” (e.g. Ml, 
M2) numbers identified by the Feder- 
! al Register notice. 

An original and one copy of protests 
to the granting of the requested au¬ 
thority must be filed with the Com¬ 
mission within 30 days after the date 
of this Federal Register notice. Such 
protest shall comply with Special Rule 
247(d) of the Commission’s General 
Rules of Practice (49 CFR 1100.247)‘ 
and shall include a concise statement 
of protestant’s interest in the proceed¬ 
ing and copies of its conflicting au¬ 
thorities. Verified statements in oppo¬ 
sition should not be tendered at this 
time. A copy of the protest shall be 
served concurrently upon petitioner’s 
representative, or petitioner if no rep¬ 
resentative is named. 

No. MC 33641 (Sub-No. 96) (Ml) 
(Notice of filing of petition to modify 
commodity description), filed October 
28. 1977. Petitioner IML FREIGHT, 
INC., P.O. Box 30277. Salt Lake, City, 
Utah 94119. Petitioner’s representa¬ 
tive: Michael S. Rubin, 256 Montgom¬ 
ery Street, San Francisco, Calif. 94104. 
Petitioner holds a motor common car¬ 
rier certificate in No. MC 33641 (Sub- 
No. 96), issued January 23, 1974, au¬ 
thorizing transportation, over irregu¬ 
lar routes, of; (1) General commodities 
(except Classes A and B explosives, 
household goods as defined by the 
Commission, motor vehicles, and com¬ 
modities which because of their size 
and weight require special equipment), 
in containers, and (2) empty contain¬ 
ers , between ports of entry located in 
California, Oregon, and Washington, 
on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in the United States (including 
Alaska, but excluding Hawaii), re¬ 
stricted to traffic having a prior or 
subsequent movement by water. By 
the instant petition, petitioner seeks 
to change the commodity description 
to read as follows: (1) General com¬ 
modities (except Classes A and B ex¬ 
plosives, household goods as defined 
by the Commission, • motor vehicles, 
and commodities which because of 
their size and weight require special 
equipment), in containers or in trail¬ 
ers, and (2) empty containers and 
empty trailers. 

No. MC 96629 (Sub-No. 3) (Ml) 
(Notice of filing of petition to add an 
origin point), filed October 27, 1977. 


* Copies of Special Rule 247 (as amended) 
can be obtained by writing to the Secretary. 
Interstate Commerce Commission, Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 20423. 
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Petitioner: SHIFFLET BROS, INC.. 
P.O. Box 206, Gridley, Calif. 95948. Pe¬ 
titioner's representative: Michael J. 
Stecher, 256 Montgomery Street, San 
Francisco, Calif. 94104. Petitioner 
holds a motor common carrier certifi¬ 
cate in No. MC 96629 (Sub-No. 3), 
issued, as corrected, November 17. 
1977, authorizing transportation, over 
irregular routes, of: Fertilizer , in bulk, 
in tank or hopper-type vehicles, from 
Lathrop, Hercules, Stockton, Richvale, 
and Helm, Calif., and the plantsite of 
Valley Notrogen (sic) Producers locat¬ 
ed at or near Coming, Calif., to points 
In Oregon. By the instant petition, pe¬ 
titioner seeks to add the origin point 
of Bena, Calif. 

No. MC 118884 (Ml) (Notice of filing 
of petition to add commodity), filed 
October 31, 1977. Petitioner: RELI¬ 
ABLE MACHINERY HAULERS, 
INC., 1222 Waynesburg Drive SE., 
Canton. Ohio 44707. Petitioner’s rep¬ 
resentative: A. Charles Tell, 100 East 
Broad Street, Columbus, Ohio 43215. 
Petitioner holds a motor common car¬ 
rier Certificate in No. MC 118884, 
issued March 3, 1975, authorizing, as 
pertinent, transportation, over irregu¬ 
lar routes, of: Uncrated machinery 
and printers' equipment, between 
points in New York, New Jersey. Penn¬ 
sylvania, and Ohio, restricted against 
service to and from the plantsites of 
the Black & Decker Manufacturing 
Co., of Towson, Md., and further re¬ 
stricted against the handling of traffic 
to or from the plantsite of the Elliott 
Co. Division of Carrier Corp. at Jean¬ 
ette. Pa. By the instant petition, peti¬ 
tioner seeks to change the commodity 
description to read as follows: Uncrat¬ 
ed machinery, printers' equipment, 
such commodities as by reason of size 
or weight require special handling or 
the use of special equipment, and self- 
propelled articles, each weighing 
15,000 pounds or more, and related 
machinery, tools, parts, and supplies 
moving in connection therewith, re¬ 
stricted to such self-propelled articles 
which are transported on trailers. 

No. MC 123004 (Sub-No. 2) (Ml) 
(Notice of filing of petition to delete 
restrictions), filed October 31, 1977. 
Petitioner: THE LUPER TRANSPOR- I 
TATION CO., a corporation, 350 | 
Southeast 21st Street, Wichita. Kans. 
67219. Petitioner’s representative: Wil- ' 
liam B. Barker. 641 Harrison Street. 
Topeka, Kans. 66603. Petitioner holds 
a motor common carrier, Certificate in 
No. MC 123004 (Sub-No. 2), issued 
August 6, 1975, authorizing transpor¬ 
tation, over irregular routes, of: (1) 
Meats, meat products and meat by¬ 
products, dairy products, and articles 
distributed by meat packinghouses . as 
described in sections A, B. and C of 
Appendix I to the report in Descrip¬ 
tions in Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 
MCC 209 and 766 (except commodities 
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in bulk, and hides and skins), between 
Wichita, Kans., on the one hand, and, 
on the other Memphis, Tenn., points 
in that part of Missouri on and south 
of a line beginning at the Mississippi 
River on the east and extending west¬ 
erly along U.S. Highway 60 to junction 
Missouri Highway 5 near Mansfield, 
Mo., thence northerly along Missouri 
Highway 5 to junction U.S. Highway 
54 near Camdenton, Mo., thence west¬ 
erly along U.S. Highway 54 to the 
Kansas-Missouri State line, points in 
that part of New Mexico on and east 
of a line beginning at the New Mexico- 
Oklahoma State line, and extending 
westerly along U.S. Highway 64 to 
Clayton, N. Mex., thence southerly 
along New Mexico Highway 18 to junc¬ 
tion U.S. Highway 54 near Tucumcari, 
N. Mex., thence southerly along U.S. 
Highway 54 to Alamogordo. N. Mex., 
thence southwesterly along U.S. High¬ 
way 70 to Las Cruces, N. Mex., thence 
southerly along U.S. Highway 80 to 
the Texas-New Mexico State line and 
points in Arkansas, Louisiana, Oklaho¬ 
ma, and Texas; # between Arkansas 
City, Kans., on the one hand, and, on 
the other Memphis. Tenn., and points 
in Arizona, Arkansas, New Mexico. 
Oklahoma, and Texas; and (2) Such 
commodities as are used by meat pack¬ 
ers in the conduct of their business 
when destined to and for use by meat 
packers, as described in section D of 
Appendix I to the report in Descrip¬ 
tions in Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 
MCC 209 and 766 (except commodities 
in bulk, in tank vehicles), butter, 
cheese, and oleomargarine, from Mem¬ 
phis, Tenn., points in that part of Mis¬ 
souri on and south of a line beginning 
at the Missouri-Kansas State line and 
extending easterly along U.S. Highway 
54 to Camdenton, Mo., thence souther¬ 
ly along Missouri Highway 5 to Mans¬ 
field. Mo., and thence easterly along 
U.S. Highway 60 to the Mississippi 
River, and points in Arkansas, Louisi¬ 
ana, Oklahoma, and Texas, to Wich¬ 
ita, Kans., restricted under part (1) to 
the transportation of traffic originat¬ 
ing at the named origins, and restrict¬ 
ed in part (2) to the transportation of 
traffic originating at the named points 
of origin, and destined to the named 
points of destination. By the instant 
petition, petitioner seeks to delete the 
restrictions which read: “restricted 
under part (1) to the transportation of 
traffic originating at the named ori¬ 
gins, and restricted in part (2) to the 
transportation of traffic originating at 
the named points of origin and des¬ 
tined to the named points of destina¬ 
tion." 

Republications of Grants of Operat¬ 
ing Rights Authority Prior to 

Certification 

notice 

The following grants of operating 
rights authorities are republished by 
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order of the Commission to indicate a 
broadened grant of authority over 
that previously noticed in the Federal 

, Register. 

An original and one copy of a peti¬ 
tion for leave to intervene in the pro¬ 
ceeding must be filed with the Com¬ 
mission within 30 days after the date 
of this Federal Register notice. Such 
pleading shall comply with Special 
Rule 247(d) of the Commission’s gen- 
eral rules of practice (49 CFR 
1100.247) addressing specifically the 
issue(s) indicated as the purpose for 
republication, and including copies of 
intervenor’s conflicting authorities 
and a concise statement of interven- 
or’s interest in the proceeding setting 
forth in detail the precise manner in 
which it has been prejudiced by lack 
of notice of the authority granted. A 
copy of the pleading shall be served 
concurrently upon the carrier’s repre¬ 
sentative, or carrier if no representa¬ 
tive is named. 

No. MC 69834 (Sub-No. 11) (republi¬ 
cation), filed October 15, 1976, pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register issue 
of November 18, 1976, and republished 
this issue. Applicant: PRICE TRUCK 
LINE, INC., 2945 North Market. Wich¬ 
ita, Kans. 67219. Applicant's represen¬ 
tative: William H. Shawn, 1730 M 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 20036. 
A Supplemental Order of the Commis¬ 
sion, Review Board No. 3, dated Octo¬ 
ber 20. 1977, and served November 11, 
1977, finds that the present and future 
public convenience and necessity re¬ 
quire operation by application, in in¬ 
terstate or foreign commerce, as a 
common carrier , by motor vehicle, 
over regular routes, transporting: (1) 
General commodities (except those of 
unusual value, classes A and B explo¬ 
sives, household goods as defined by 
the Commission, commodities in bulk, 
and those requiring special equip¬ 
ment), between Udall, Kans., and 
Wichita, Kans., over Kansas Highway 
15, restricted against service to inter¬ 
mediate points; (2) general commod¬ 
ities (except those of unusual value, 
classes A and B explosives, household 
goods as defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and those requir¬ 
ing special equipment), between Wich¬ 
ita. Kans., and Winfield, Kans., from 
Wichita over U.S. Highway 54 east to 
junction U.S. Highway 54 and unnum¬ 
bered county road approximately 3 Vi 
miles west of Augusta, Kans., thence 
south over unnumbered county road 
serving Rose Hill, Kans., and Doug¬ 
lass, Kans., to Junction unnumbered 
county road and U.S. Highway 77, 
thence south over U.S. Highway 77 
serving Rock and Akron, Kans., to 
Winfield, and return over the same 
route; (3) General commodities 
(except thse of unusual value, classes 
A and B explosives, household goods 
as defined by the Commission, com¬ 
modities in bulk, and those requiring 
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special equipment), between Wichita, 
Kans., and Belle Plaine, Kans.. serving 
all intermediate points; from Wichita 
over Kansas Highway 15 to Mulvane, 
Kans., serving Derby and all interme¬ 
diate points, thence west from Mul¬ 
vane over State Highway 53 to Belle 
Plaine, Kans., thence west from Belle 
Plaine on Kansas Highway 55 to Belle 
Plaine Comer, thence north from 
Belle Plaine Comer over U.S. Highway 
81, to Wichita, and return over the 
same route; (4) General commodities 
(except those of unusual value, classes 
A and B explosives, household goods 
as defined by the Commission, com¬ 
modities in bulk, and those requiring 
special equipment), between Wichita, 
Kans., and Strother Field, Kans., serv¬ 
ing Wichita, Strother Field, the inter¬ 
mediate points of Douglass, Rock, 
Akron, and Winfield. Kans., and the 
off-route point of Rose Hill, Kans., 
and a 4-mile radius of each named 
point. From Wichita over U.S. High¬ 
way 54 to junction U.S. Highway 54 
and U.S. Highway 77 at Augusta, 
thence south from Augusta over U.S. 
Highway 77 to Strother Field, and 
return over the same route. Restricted 
against service to Augusta; (5) General 
commodities (except those of unusual 
value, classes A and B explosives, 
household goods as defined by the 
Commission, commodities in bulk, and 
those requiring special equipment), be¬ 
tween Wichita, Dexter. Cedar Vale, 
Wauneta. Peru, Niotaze. Tyro, 
Burden, Cambridge. Grenola, Caney, 
Moline, Kans.. and Burden, Kans., and 
a 5-mile radius of each named point, 
and the off-route points of Atlanta. 
Latham, and Howard, Kans., and a 5- 
mile radius of each named point; from 
Wichita over Kansas Highway 15 to 
junction Kansas 15 and Kansas High¬ 
way 55 at Udall, thence east over 
Kansas Highway 55 to junction 
Kansas Highway 55 and U.S. Highway 
77, thence south over U.S. Highway 77 
to Winfield, thence east over Kansas 
Highway 38 to junction Kansas High¬ 
way 38 and Kansas Highway 15, 
thence south over Kansas Highway 15 
to junction Kansas Highway 15 and 
U.S. Highway 166, thence east over 
U.S. Highway 166 to Tyro, thence east 
from Tyro on U.S. Highway 166 to 
junction U.S. Highway 166 and Kansas 
Highway 99, thence north on Kansas 
Highway 99 to junction Kansas High¬ 
way 99 and U.S. Highway 160. thence 
west on U.S. Highway 160 to Winfield, 
serving the off-route points of Atlanta, 
Latham, and Howard, in connection 
with carrier’s regular route operations; 
(6) General commodities (except those 
of unusual value, classes A and B ex¬ 
plosives, household goods as defined 
by the Commission, commodities in 
bulk, and those requiring special 
equipment), between Wichita, Kans., 
and Strother Field. Kans., from Wich¬ 
ita over Kansas Highway 15 to Udall. 


thence east from Udall over Kansas 
Highway 15 to Kansas Highway 15 
and Kansas Highway 55 to U.S. High¬ 
way 77, thence south over U.S. High¬ 
way 77 to Strother Field, and return 
over the same route, as an alternate 
route for operating convenience only, 
and serving no intermediate points; (7) 
General commodities (except those of 
unusual value, classes A and B explo¬ 
sives, household goods as defined by 
the Commission, commodities in bulk, 
and those requiring special equip¬ 
ment), between Augusta. Kans., and 
Moline, Kans.; from Augusta over 
Kansas Highway 96 to Severy, Kans.. 
thence south from Severy over Kansas 
Highway 99 to Moline, and return over 
the same route, as an alternate route 
for operating convenience only, serv¬ 
ing no intermediate points; (8) General 
commodities (except those of unusual 
value, classes A and B explosives, 
household goods as defined by the 
Commission, commodities in bulk, and 
those requiring special equipment), be¬ 
tween Wichita, Kans., and Tyro, 
Kans.; from Wichita south on Inter¬ 
state Highway 35 to junction Inter¬ 
state Highway 35 and U.S. Highway 
166, thence east on U.S. Highway 166 
to Tyro, and return over the same 
route, as an alternate route for operat¬ 
ing convenience only, serving no inter¬ 
mediate points. Applicant is fit, will¬ 
ing, and able properly to perform the 
granted service and to conform to the 
requirements of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Act and the Commission’s rules 
and regulations. The purpose of this 
republication is to indicate applicant's 
actual grant of authority. 

Motor Carrier, Broker, Water Car¬ 
rier, and Freight Forwarder Oper¬ 
ating Rights Applications 

notice 

The following applications are gov¬ 
erned by Special Rule 247 of the Com¬ 
mission's General Rules of Practice 
(49 CFR 1100.247). These rules pro¬ 
vide, among other things, that a pro¬ 
test to the granting of an application 
must be filed with the Commission 
within 30 days after the date of notice 
of filing of the application is published 
in the Federal Register. Failure to 
seasonably file a protest will be con¬ 
strued as a waiver of opposition and 
participation in the proceeding. A pro¬ 
test under these rules should comply 
with section 247(d)(3) of the rules of 
practice which requires that it set 
forth specifically the grounds upon 
which it is made, contain a detailed 
statement of protestant’s interest in 
the proceeding (including a copy of 
the specific portions of its authority 
which protestant believes to be in con¬ 
flict with that sought in the applica¬ 
tion, and describing in detail the 


method, whether by joinder, interline, 
or other means, by which protestant 
would use such authority to provide 
all or part of the service proposed), 
and shall specify with particularly the 
facts, matters, and things relied upon, 
but shall not include issues or allega¬ 
tions phrased generally. Protests not 
in reasonable compliance with the re¬ 
quirements of the rules may be reject¬ 
ed. The original and one copy of the 
protest shall be filed with the Com¬ 
mission. and a copy shall be served 
concurrently upon applicant's repre¬ 
sentative, or applicant if no represen¬ 
tative is named. If the protest includes 
a request for oral hearing, such re¬ 
quests shall meet the requirements of 
section 247(d)(4) of the special rules, 
and shall include the certification re¬ 
quired therein. 

Section 247(f) further provides, in 
part, that an applicant who does not 
intend-timely to prosecute its applica¬ 
tion shall promptly request dismissal 
thereof, and that failure to prosecute 
an application under procedures or¬ 
dered by the Commission will result in 
dismissal of the application. 

Further processing steps will be by 
Commission order which will be serv ed 
on each party of record. Broadening 
amendments will not be accepted after 
the date of this publication except for 
good cause shown, and restrictive 
amendments will not be entertained 
following publication in the Federal 
Register of a notice that the proceed¬ 
ing has been assigned for oral hearing. 

Each applicant states that there will 
be no significant effect on the quality 
of the human environment resulting 
from approval of its application. 

No. MC 200 (Sub-No. 297), filed Oc¬ 
tober 27, 1977. Applicant; RISS IN¬ 
TERNATIONAL CORP., 903 Grand 
Avenue, Kansas City, Mo. 64142. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Ivan E. 
Moody, 903 Grand Avenue. Kansas 
City. Mo. 64106. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans¬ 
porting: Merchandise dealt in by 
wholesale , retail, chain grocery , and 
food business houses, in vehicles 
equipped with mechanical refrigera¬ 
tion (except commodities in bulk, in 
tank vehicles, from the plant and 
warehouse facilities of Kraft, Inc. at 
Springfield; Mo., to points in Alabama, 
Arizona, Arkansas, California, Colora¬ 
do. Florida, Georgia, Kansas, Ken¬ 
tucky, Louisiana, Mississippi New 
Mexico, Oklahoma, South Carolina. 
Tennessee, Texas, and Virginia. Re¬ 
stricted to traffic originating at the 
above named origin and destined to 
the above named destination points. 

Note.—I f a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests It be held at Kansas City. 
Mo., or Chicago. Ill. 
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No. MC 2392 (Sub-No. 106), filed Oc¬ 
tober 31, 1977. Applicant: WHEELER 
TRANSPORT SERVICE, INC., P.O. 
Box 14248, West Omaha Station, 7722 
F Street, Omaha, Nebr. 68124. Appli¬ 
cant's representative: Leonard A. Jas- 
kiewicz, 1730 M Street NW., suite 501, 
Washington, D.C. 20036. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carri¬ 
er, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: furfural in bulk, 
in tank vehicles, from the plantsite of 
Quaker Oats Co., at Cedar Rapids, 
Iowa, to Omaha, Nebr. 


bulk, those requiring special equip¬ 
ment, and household goods as defined 
by the Commission), serving the plant- 
site and warehouse facilities of Borg 
Textile Corp., Division of Bunco-Ramo 
Corp., located at or near Delavan and 
Jefferson, Wis. as off route points in 
connection with carrier’s authorized 
regular routes. 

Note.— Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant requests that it be held at Atlanta, Oa. 


kill Road, Spring City, Pa. 19475. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Roland Rice, 
suite 501, Perpetual Building. 1111 E 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 20004. 
Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over regular routes, transporting: Gen¬ 
eral commodities (except those of un¬ 
usual value. Classes A and B explo¬ 
sives, household goods as defined by 
the Commission, commodities in bulk, 
and commodities requiring special 
equipment) serving all intermediate 
points and those off-route points 
within 150 miles of Scranton, Pa. (1) 
between Scranton, Pa., and Syracuse, 
N.Y.; from Scranton over U.S. High¬ 
way 11 to Syracuse, and return over 
the same route; (2) between Scranton, 
Pa., and Albany, N.Y.; from Scranton 
over Interstate Highway 84 to junction 
U.S. Highway 9W, thence over U.S. 
Highway 9W to Albany, and return 
over the same route; (3) between Syra¬ 
cuse, N.Y., and Rochester. N.Y.; from 
Syracuse over New York Highway 5 to 
Junction New York Highway 31, 
thence over New York Highway 31 to 
Rochester and return over the same 
route; (4) between Syracuse. N.Y., and 
Albany, N.Y.; from Syracuse over New 
York Highway 5 to Albany, and return 
over the same route; (5) between 
Rochester, N.Y. and Williamsport, Pa,; 
from Rochester over New York High¬ 
way 15 to Junction Interstate Highway 
390, thence over Interstate Highway 
390 to junction New York Highway 17. 
thence over New York Highway 17 to 
junction U.S. Highway 15, thence over 
UJ8. Highway 15 to Williamsport, and 
return over the same route; (6) be¬ 
tween New York Highway 15 and New 
York Highway 5 and Interstate High¬ 
way 190; from junction New York 
Highway 15 and New York Highway 5, 
over New York Highway 5 to Inter¬ 
state Highway 190, and return over 
the same route; (7) between Bingham¬ 
ton, N.Y., and Coming, N.Y.; from 
Binghamton, over New York Highway 
17 to Coming, and return over the 
same route; (8) between Rochester, 
N.Y., and junction Interstate Highway 
190 and New York Highway 31; from 
Rochester over New York Highway 31 
to Interstate Highway 190, and return 
over the same route; (9) between 
Albany, N.Y. and Saratora Springs, 
N.Y.; from Albany over U.S. Highway 
9 to Saratoga Springs, and return over 
the same route. 

Note.— Applicant states it holds Irregular 
route nonradial authority at points within 
150 miles of Scranton, Pa. in No. MC 4963 
(Sub-No. 46). Common control may be in¬ 
volved. If a hearing is deemed necessary, ap¬ 
plicant requests it be held at either Buffalo, 
N.Y., or Washington. D.C. 


No. MC 11207 (Sub-No. 400), filed 
October 13, 1977. Applicant: DEATON, 
INC., 317 Avenue W, P.O. Box 938, 


Note.— If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests that it be held at Omaha, 

Nebr. 


No. MC 2421 (Sub-No. 15), filed Oc¬ 
tober 13, 1977. Applicant: NEWTON 
TRANSPORTATION CO., INC., P.O. 
Box 678, Lenoir, N.C. 28645. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Edward G. Villa- 
Ion, 1032 Pennsylvania Building. Penn¬ 
sylvania Avenue and 13th Street NW., 
Washington. D.C. 20004. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carri¬ 
er, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: New furniture 
and furniture parts from Lenoir, N.C., 
to points in Indiana and to points in 
that part of West Virginia south of 
the Kanawha River and east of U.S. 
Highway 19. 

Note.— If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Charlotte, 

N.C. 

No. MC 2900 (Sub-No. 315), filed Oc¬ 
tober 31. 1977. Applicant: RYDER 
TRUCK LINES, INC., 2050 Kings 
Road, P.O. Box 2408, Jacksonville, Fla. 
32203. Applicant's representative: S. 
E. Somers, Jr. (same address as appli¬ 
cant). Authority sought to operate as 
a T3common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
General commodities (except house¬ 
hold goods as defined by the Commis¬ 
sion, commodities in bulk, commod¬ 
ities requiring special equipment, or 
Classes A and B explosives), serving 
the plantsite and warehouse facilities 
of Reichhold Chemical, Inc., at or 
near Bay Minett, Ala. as an off route 
point in connection with the carrier’s 
authorized regular route. 

Note.— Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Atlanta. Oa. or Wash¬ 
ington. D.C. 

No. MC 2900 (Sub-No. 316), filed Oc¬ 
tober 31, 1977. Applicant: RYDER 
TRUCK LINES. INC., 2050 Kings 
Road, P.O. Box 2408, Jacksonville, Fla. 
32203. Applicant’s representative: S. E 
Somers. Jr. (same address as appli¬ 
cant). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
General commodities (except Classes 
A and B explosives, commodities in 


No. MC 3854 (Sub-No. 40). filed Oc¬ 
tober 27, 1977. Applicant: BURTON 
LINES, INC., P.O. Box 11306, East 
Durham Station. Durham, N.C. 27703. 
Applicant’s representative: Edward G. 
Villalon, 1032 Pennsylvania Building, 
Pennsylvania Avenue and 13th Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 20004. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, in interstate 
or foreign commerce, over irregular 
routes, transporting: building, roofing, 
and insulating boards and panels, 
from the plantsite of Johns-Manville 
Sales Corp., at or near Woodstock, Va., 
to points in Kentucky. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests that it be held at 
Washington, D.C. 


No. MC 4405 (Sub-No. 566), filed Oc¬ 
tober 28, 1977. Applicant: DEALERS 
TRANSIT, INC., 522 South Boston 
Avenue, Tulsa, Okla. 74103. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Michael E. 
Miller. 502 First National Bank Build¬ 
ing, Fargo, N. Dak. 58102. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carri¬ 
er, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, in interstate or foreign com¬ 
merce, transporting: (1) Trailers, de¬ 
signed to be drawn by passenger auto¬ 
mobiles (except travel trailers and 
camping trailers) in initial movements; 
and (2) buildings, complete or in sec¬ 
tions, mounted on wheel undercar¬ 
riages, in initial movements, from 
points in Polk County and Hillsbor¬ 
ough County. Fla.; points in Sumner 
County. Tenn.; points in Franklin 
County, Va.; points in Wood County 
and Huron County, Ohio; points in 
Schuylkill County. Pa.; points in 
Macon County, N.C.; and points in 
Clay County, Ind., to points in the 
United States (except Alaska and 
Hawaii). 

Note.— Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant requests that it be held at Los Angeles 
Calif. 


No. MC 4963 (Sub-No. 54), filed Sep¬ 
tember 21. 1977. Applicant: ALLEGH¬ 
ANY CORP., d.b.a. JONES MOTOR, a 
corporation. Bridge Street and Schuyl¬ 
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Birmingham, Ala. 35201. Applicant's 
representative: Kim D. Mann, suite 
1010, 7101 Wisconsin Avenue, Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20014. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by 
motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Iron and steel and iron 
and steel articles, from the plantsite of 
Nucor Corp., located at or near Jewett, 
Tex. to points in v Alabama. Florida, 
Georgia, Louisiana. Mississippi. North 
Carolina, South Carolina, and Tennes¬ 
see. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests that it be held in Dallas, 
Tex. or Houston. Tex. 

No. MC 11207 (Sub-No. 404), filed 
October 31. 1977. Applicant: DEATON. 
INC., 317 Avenue W, P.O. Box 938, 
Birmingham, Ala. 35201. Applicant's 
representative: Kim D. Mann, suite 
1010, 7101 Wisconsin Avenue, Wash¬ 
ington. D.C. 20014. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier , by 
motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Foodstuffs (except 

frozen and except in bulk) and pet 
foods , from Alabaster, Ala. to points in 
Alabama. Arkansas. Florida, Georgia, 
Louisiana, Mississippi. North Carolina, 
Oklahoma, South Carolina. Tennes¬ 
see, and Texas. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests that it be held in Bir¬ 
mingham. Ala. or Montgomery. Ala. 

No. MC 11207 (Sub-No. 406), filed 
October 31, 1977. Applicant: DEATON. 
INC., 317 Avenue W. P.O. Box 938, 
Birmingham, Ala. 35201. Applicant's 
representative: Kim D. Mann, suite 
1010. 7101 Wisconsin Avenue. Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20014. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by 
motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Malt ber>crages (except 
in bulk), from Jacksonville. Fla. to De- 
mopolis, Ala., and Tuscaloosa, Ala. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests that it be held in Bir¬ 
mingham. Ala. or Montgomery. Ala. 

No. MC 11220 (Sub-No. 153), filed 
October 27, 1977. Applicant: GOR¬ 
DONS TRANSPORTS. INC., 185 West 
McLemore Avenue, Memphis, Tenn. 
38101. Applicant’s representative: 
James J. Emigh, P.O. Box 59, Mem¬ 
phis, Tenn. 38101. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle over regular routes, transport¬ 
ing: General Commodities (except 
those of unusual value. Classes A and 
B explosives, livestock, household 
goods as defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, commodities re¬ 
quiring special equipment), serving the 
plantsite and facilities of F*ublic Ser¬ 
vice of Indiana, located at or near 
Marble Hill, Ind., as an off-route point 
in connection with carrier’s authorized 
regular route operations from and to 
Madison, Ind. 

Note.— Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, the appli¬ 


cant requests that it be held at Indianapolis. 
Ind. 

No. MC 26396 (Sub-No. 158), filed 
October 27, 1977. Applicant: PO- 

PELKA TRUCKING CO., d.b.a. THE 
WAGGONERS, P.O. Box 990, Living¬ 
ston, Mont. 59047. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Bradford E. Kistler, P.O. 
Box 82028, Lincoln, Nebr. 68501. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregu¬ 
lar routes, transporting: (1) Plastic 
pipe and conduit, and fittings, valves, 
and accessories therefor, from points 
in Geneva County. Ala., to points in 
the United States (except Alaska and 
Hawaii); and (2) Fittings, valves, and 
accessories for plastic pipe and con¬ 
duit, and materials, equipment, and 
supplies utilized in the manufacture, 
sale and distribution of commodities 
named in U) above, from points in the 
United States (except Alaska and 
Hawaii), to points in Geneva County. 
Ala. Restriction: Restricted against 
the transportation of commodities in 
bulk, in tank vehicles. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at Talla¬ 
hassee. Fla., or Montgomery. Ala. 

No. MC 27817 (Sub-No. 138), filed 
October 27, 1977. Applicant: H. C. 
GABLER. INC. R.D. No. 3. P.O. Box 
220, Chambersburg. Pa. 17201. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Christian V. 
Graf, 407 North Front Street. Harris¬ 
burg. Pa. 17101. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans¬ 
porting: Canned and preserved food¬ 
stuffs, from the plantsite of the Bruce 
Foods Corp., at or near Wilson, N.C., 
to points in Connecticut, Massachu¬ 
setts, New York, New Jersey, Pennsyl¬ 
vania, Delaware, the District of Co¬ 
lumbia, Maine, Maryland, New Hamp¬ 
shire, Ohio. Rhode Island, and Ver¬ 
mont. Restricted to traffic originating 
at said origin and destined to said des¬ 
tinations. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary. 
Applicant requests that it be held at Wash¬ 
ington. D.C., or Harrisburg, Pa. 

No. MC 31389 (Sub-No. 233), filed 
October 4„ 1977. Applicant: McLEAN 
TRUCKING CO., a Corporation, 617 
Waughtown Street. Winston-Salem, 
N.C. 27107. Applicant’s representative: 
David F. Eshelman, P.O. Box 213, 
Winston-Salem, N.C. 27102. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carri¬ 
er, by motor vehicle, over regular 
routes, transporting: General commod¬ 
ities (except those of unusual value, 
Classes A and B explosives, household 
goods as defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and those requir¬ 
ing special equipment), between East 
Cape Girardeau, Ill., and Cairo, Ill., 
serving all intermediate points, from 
East Cape Girardeau, Ill., over Illinois 
Highway 146 across the Mississippi 
River to Cape Girardeau, Mo., thence 


over Interstate Highway 55 to the 
junction of Interstate Highway 57, 
thence over Interstate Highway 57 to 
the junction of U.S. Highway 60-62, 
thence over U.S. Highway 60-62 to 
Cairo, Ill., and return over the same 
routes. 

Note.— Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests that it be held at St. Louis, Mo., or 
Washington. D.C. 

No. MC 32882 (Sub-No. 88). filed Oc¬ 
tober 31. 1977. Applicant: MITCHELL 
BROS. TRUCK LINES, a corporation, 
3841 North Columbia Boulevard, Port¬ 
land. Oreg. 97217. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Edward G. Rawle (same ad¬ 
dress as Applicant). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by 
motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Animal feed and feed in¬ 
gredients (except commodities in bulk 
tank equipment), from points in Los 
Angeles County, Calif., to points in 
Oregon and Washington and the ports 
of entry on the International Bound¬ 
ary line between the United States 
and Canada located in Washington. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests that it be held at 
either Portland, Oreg.. Los Angeles, Calif., 
or San Francisco. Calif. 

No. MC 35320 (Sub-No. 153), filed 
October 27, 1977. Applicant: T.I.M.E.- 
DC, INC., P.O. Box 2550, Lubbock, 
Tex. 79408. Applicant’s representative: 
Kenneth G. Thomas (same address as 
applicant). Authority sought to oper¬ 
ate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over regular routes, transport 
ing: General Commodities (except 
sand, gravel, coal, and commodities 
which, because of their size or weight, 
require the use of special equipment), 
serving the plantsite and facilities of 
Avery Label Systems, located at or 
near Flowery Branch, Ga., as an off- 
route point in connection with carri¬ 
er’s presently authorized regular route 
operations. 

Note.— Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests that it be held at either Los Ange¬ 
les. Calif., or Atlanta, Ga. 

No. MC 51146 (Sub-No. 539), filed 
October 31. 1977. Applicant: 

SCHNEIDER TRANSPORT. INC., 
P.O. Box 2298, Green Bay. Wis. 54306. 
Applicant’s representative: Wayne 
Downing (same address as applicant). 
Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Plastic film, plastic sheeting, and 
cloth, from Plainfield, Conn., and Ho¬ 
lyoke and Lowell, Mass., to Appleton 
and Beaver Dam, Wis., restricted to 
traffic destined to the facilities of 
Ray-O-Vac, a division of ESB, Inc. 

Note.— Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests that it be held at Chicago, I1L 
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No. MC 52460 (Sub-No. 198). filed 
October 31, 1977. Applicant: ELLEX 
TRANSPORTATION. INC., 1420 
West 35th Street. P.O. Box 9637, 
Tulsa, Okla. 74107. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Wilburn L. Williamson, 280 
National Foundation Life Building., 
3535 Northwest 58th Street, Oklaho¬ 
ma City, Okla. 73112. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carri¬ 
er, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Petroleum prod¬ 
ucts ,, in containers, from El Dorado, 
Kans., to points in Texas west of U.S. 
Highway 81 and points in New Mexico. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests that it be held at 
either Little Rock, Ark., or Memphis, Tenn. 

No. MC 52460 (Sub-No. 199), filed 
November 1, 1977. Applicant: ELLEX 
TRANSPORTATION. INC., 1420 
West 35th Street, P.O. Box 9637, 
Tulsa, Okla. 74107. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative: Wilburn L. Williamson. 280 
National Foundation Life Bldg., 3535 
Northwest 58th Street, Oklahoma 
City, Okla. 73112. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans¬ 
porting: Foodstuffs , from the plantsite 
of Inland Storage Distribution Center 
at Kansas City, Kans., to points in 
Louisiana, Oklahoma, Tennessee, and 
Texas. 

Note.— If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests that it be held at Kansas 
City. Mo. 

No. MC 52574 (Sub-No. 53), filed Oc¬ 
tober 31. 1977. Applicant: ELIZA¬ 

BETH FREIGHT FORWARDING 
CORP., 120 South 20th Street, Irving¬ 
ton. N.J. 07011. Applicant’s represen¬ 
tative: Edward F. Bowes, 167 Fairfield 
Road, P.O. Box 1409, Fairfield, N.J. 
07006. Authority sought to operate as 
a contract carrier , by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: (1) 
Bakery products (A) from Frederick, 
Md., to points in Erie and Monroe 
Counties, N.Y.; Burlington and Atlan¬ 
tic Counties, N.J.; Westmoreland 
County, Pa., and points on and east of 
U.S. Highway 15 • in Pennsylvania; 
Kent County, Del.; Franklin, Mahon¬ 
ing, and Stark Counties. Ohio; and 
points on, west, and north of U.S. 
Highway 62 in Ohio; Fairfax, Henrico, 
and Princess Anne Counties. Va.; and 
the District of Columbia. (B) Between 
Frederick, Md., and Totowa, N.J. (2) 
Pan grease from Carnegie, Pa., to 
Frederick, Md. (3) Paper boxes from 
Chambersburg, Pa., to Frederick, Md.; 
in (1), (2), and (3) above, under a con¬ 
tinuing contract or contracts with S. 
B. Thomas, Inc., of Totowa. N.J. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Newark. 
N.J., or New York, N.Y. 

No. MC 59396 (Sub-No. 26). filed Oc¬ 
tober 28, 1977. Applicant: BUILDERS 
EXPRESS, INC., R.D. Limecrest 


Road, Lafayette, N.J. 07848. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Morton E. Kiel, 
5 World Trade Center, suite 6193, New 
York, N.Y. 10048. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans¬ 
porting: Fly ash, in bulk, from Port¬ 
land, Pa., to points in New Jersey 
(except Mahwah, N.J.), New York 
(except Middletown, Newburgh and 
Tarry town, N.Y.), and Connecticut. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests that it be held at New 
York. N.Y., or Washington. D.C. 

No. MC 59640 (Sub-No. 61). filed Oc¬ 
tober 31. 1977. Applicant: PAULS 

TRUCKING CORP., 3 Commerce 
Drive, Cranford, N.J. 07106. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Charles J. Wil¬ 
liams, 1815 Front Street, Scotch 
Plains, N.J. 07076. Authority sought to 
operate as a contract carrier , by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans¬ 
porting: (1) Disposable dishes , plates, 
and trays, (a) from Brentwood, N.Y., 
to Woodstown, N.J., Lawrence and 
North Bellerica, Mass., (b) from Au¬ 
gusta and Brunswick, Ga., to Brent¬ 
wood. N.Y., and (2) paperboard, in 
rolls, from Leominister, Mass., to 
Brentwood, N.Y., under a continuing 
contract or contracts with Carnation 
Paper Products, Corp., located at 
Brent wood, N.Y. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Newark, 
N.J., or New York, N.Y. 

No. MC 59655 (Sub-No. 10). filed Oc¬ 
tober 25, 1977. Applicant: SHEEHAN 
CARRIERS, INC., P.O. Box 57, 62 
Lime Kiln Road, Suffem. N.Y. 10901. 
Applicant's representative: George A. 
Olsen, 69 Tonnele Avenue, Jersey 
City, N.J. 07306. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: contain¬ 
ers, materials, equipment and supplies 
used in the manufacture or sale of 
containers (except commodities in 
bulk), between the facilities of Bever¬ 
ages Bottle Div., Hoover Ball and 
Bearing Co., located at New Castle, 
Del., on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points In Maine. New Hamp¬ 
shire, Vermont, Massachusetts, Con¬ 
necticut, Rhode Island, New York. 
New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Delaware, 
Maryland. Virginia, West Virginia. 
Ohio, North Carolina, and South 
Carolina, restricted to shipments origi¬ 
nating at the above origins and des¬ 
tined to the above destinations. 

Note.— If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at New York. 
N.Y., or Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 59856 (Sub-No. 76), filed Oc¬ 
tober 31, 1977. Applicant: SALT 

CREEK FREIGHTWAYS, 3333 West 
Yellowstone, Casper. Wyo. 82601. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: John R. Da¬ 
vidson, Suite 805, Midland Bank Build¬ 
ing, Billings, Mont. 59101. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carri¬ 


er, by motor vehicle, over regular 
routes, transporting: General commod¬ 
ities (except those of unusual value, 
household goods as defined by the 
Commission, commodities in bulk, 
commodities requiring the use of spe¬ 
cial equipment, and Classes A and B 
explosives): (1) Between Missoula and 
Kalispell, Mont.: From Missoula over 
Interstate Highway 90 (and U.S. High¬ 
way 93), to the junction of Interstate 
90 and U.S. Highway 93 located ap¬ 
proximately 13 miles west of Missoula, 
then over U.S. Highway 93 to Kali- 
spell, and return over the same route, 
serving all intermediate points and 
serving the off-route points of Dixon. 
Molese, and Charlo, Mont.; (2) Be¬ 
tween Poison and Kalispell, Mont.: 
From Poison over Montana Highway 
35, to: (1) The junction of Montana 
Highway 35 and County Highway 208, 
then over County Highway 208 to the 
junction with U.S. Highway 93, then 
over U.S. Highway 93 to Kalispell, and 
(2) the junction of Montana Highway 
35 and U.S. Highway 2. then over U.S. 
Highway 2 to Kalispell, and return 
over the same routes, serving all inter¬ 
mediate points. 

Note.— Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant requests that it be held at either Kali¬ 
spell or Missoula, Mont. 

No. MC 69116 (Sub-No. 194), filed 
September 19, 1977. Applicant: SPEC- 
TOR FREIGHT SYSTEM, INC., 1050 
Kingery Highway. Bensenville. Ill. 
60106. Applicant’s representative: 
Edward G. Bazelon, 30 South LaSalle 
Street, Chicago, Ill. 60603. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carri¬ 
er, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Storage racks 
and parts and accessories thereto, 
from Quincy, Ill., to points in the 
United States on and east of a line be¬ 
ginning at the mouth of the Mississip¬ 
pi River, and extending along the Mis¬ 
sissippi River to its junction with the 
western boundary of Itasca County, 
Minn., thence northward along the 
western boundaries of Itasca and Koo¬ 
chiching Counties, Minn., to the Inter¬ 
nationa] Boundary Line between the 
United States and Canada (except 
Florida). 

Note.— If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests that it be held at Chica¬ 
go. Ill. 

No. MC 69116 (Sub-No. 195), filed 
October 28, 1977. Applicant: SPEC- 
TOR FREIGHT SYSTEM. INC., 1050 
Kingery Highway. Bensenville, Ill. 
60106. Applicant’s representative: 
Edward G. Bazelon, 39 South LaSalle 
Street, Chicago. Ill. 60603. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carri¬ 
er, by motor vehicle, over regular 
routes, transporting: General commod¬ 
ities . (except those of unusual value. 
Class A and B explosives, household 
goods as defined by the Commission. 
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commodities in bulk, commodities re¬ 
quiring special equipment), between 
Kansas City, Mo. and junction U.S. 
Highways 61 and 63: From Kansas 
City. Mo., over U.S. Highway 71 to 
junction Missouri State Highway 7, 
thence over Missouri State Highway 7 
to junction Missouri State Highway 
13. thence over Missouri State High¬ 
way 13 to junction Interstate Highway 
44, thence over Interstate Highway 44 
to junction U.S. Highway 60, thence 
over U.S. Highway 60 to junction U.S. 
Highway 63, thence over U.S. Highway 
63 to junction U.S. Highway 61, and 
return over the same route, as an al¬ 
ternate route for operating conve¬ 
nience only, serving no intermediate 
points. 

Note.— If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests that it be held at Chica¬ 
go. Ill. 

No. MC 76629 (Sub-No. 10). filed Oc¬ 
tober 28. 1977. Applicant: OVERLAND 
FREIGHT LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
31136, Indianapolis, Ind. 46231. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Alki E. Scopeli- 
tis, 815 Merchants Bank Building, In¬ 
dianapolis. Ind. 46204. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carri¬ 
er. by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Paper and paper 
products, between points in Indiana 
and Kentucky. 

Note.— If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests that it be held at either 
Indianapolis. Ind.. or Chicago. Ill. 

No. MC 79687 (Sub-No. 11). filed Oc¬ 
tober 28, 1977. Applicant: WARREN C. 
SAUERS CO.. INC.. 200 Rochester 
Road, Zelienople, Pa. 16063. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Henry M. Wick, 
2310 Grant Building. Pittsburgh, Pa. 
15219. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Paper, paper products and paper arti¬ 
cles from Zanesville, Ohio, to Brock¬ 
way and Washington, Pa. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests that it be held at Wash¬ 
ington. D C., or Columbus. Ohio. 

No. MC 82063 (Sub-No. 87), filed Oc¬ 
tober 28. 1977. Applicant: KLIPSCH 
HAULING CO., a corporation, 10795 
Watson Road, Sunset Hills, St. Louis, 
Mo. 63127. Applicant’s representative: 
E. Stephen Heisley, 805 McLachlen 
Bank Building, 666 Eleventh Street, 
NW.. Washington, D.C. 20001. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregu¬ 
lar routes, transporting: Chemicals, in 
bulk, from Sedalia, Mo., to points in 
the United States (except Alaska and 
Hawaii). 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary.’ 
applicant requests that it be held in St. 
Louis. Mo. 

No. MC 89369 (Sub-No. 17). filed Oc¬ 
tober 31. 1977. Applicant: JOART 


TRUCKING CO., a corporation, P.O. 
Box 332, New Brunswick, N.J. 08903. 
Applicant’s representative: Edward F. 
Bowes, 167 Fairfield Road, P.O. Box 
1409, Fairfield. N.J. 07006. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carri¬ 
er. by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Chlor-alkali 

products, in bulk, in tank vehicles 
from Linden, N.J., to points in Con¬ 
necticut, Delaware. Maryland, Massa¬ 
chusetts, New York, Pennsylvania, 
Rhode Island, and the District of Co¬ 
lumbia. 

Note.—I f a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests that it be held at 
Newark. N.J. 

No. MC 89723 (Sub-No. 69). filed Oc¬ 
tober 17, 1977. Applicant: MISSOURI 
PACIFIC TRUCK LINES. INC., 210 
North 13th Street, St. Louis, Mo. 
63103. Applicant's representative: 
Robt. S. Davis, 2008 Missouri Pacific 
Building, 210 North 13th Street. St. 
Louis, Mo. 63103. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over regular routes, transport¬ 
ing: General commodities (except 
those of unusual value, Classes A and 
B explosives, household goods as de¬ 
fined by the Commission, commodities 
in bulk, and those which require the 
use of special equipment), serving the 
plantsite and facilities of the San 
Miguel Power Plant, located approxi¬ 
mately 12 miles west of Campbellton, 
Tex., as an off-route point in connec¬ 
tion with applicant’s presently autho¬ 
rized regular route operations: restrict¬ 
ed (1) to auxiliary or supplemental 
service to the Missouri Pacific Rail¬ 
road Co., (2) shipments may be han¬ 
dled at motor carrier rates on Missouri 
Pacific Truck Lines, Inc., billing. Sub¬ 
stitution of Missouri Pacific Railroad 
Co. rail service for motor service is au¬ 
thorized between points which cannot 
be served by highway because of re¬ 
strictions in this Certificate. No rail 
traffic shall be transported by carrier 
in all-highway service at a rate lower 
than if it had moved on a motor carri¬ 
er bill of lading, (3) no shipments shall 
be transported by said carrier as a 
common carrier by motor vehicle be¬ 
tween any of the key points, or 
through or to or from more than one 
of the said points presently restricted 
in its existing certificates, (4) all con¬ 
tractual arrangements between the 
said carrier and the said railroad shall 
be reported to this Commission and 
shall be subject to revision, if the 
Commission finds it to be necessary, in 
order that such arrangements shall be 
fair and equitable to the parties. 

Note.— Common control may be Involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant requests that It be held at either San 
Antonio or Dallas. Tex. 

No. MC 95876 (Sub-No. 212) (correc¬ 
tion) filed September 23. 1977, pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register issue 


of November 17, 1977, and republished 
as amended this issue. Applicant: AN¬ 
DERSON TRUCKING SERVICE. 
INC., 203 Cooper Avenue North, St. 
Cloud. Minn. 56301. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Robert D. Gisvold, 1000 
First National Bank Building, Minne¬ 
apolis, Minn. 55402. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Gran¬ 
ite. marble . slate, and stone, including 
precast stone, from points in Idaho 
and Montana, to points in the United 
States (including Alaska, but exclud¬ 
ing Hawaii). 

Note.— The purpose of this correction is 
to complete the restriction to read “(includ¬ 
ing Alaska, but excluding Hawaii)". 
Common control may be involved. If a hear¬ 
ing is deemed necessary, applicant requests 
it be held at Salt Lake City. Utah, or Boise, 
Idaho. 

No. MC 95876 (Sub-No. 218), filed 
October 31. 1977. Applicant: ANDER¬ 
SON TRUCKING SERVICE, INC., 
203 Cooper Avenue North, St. Cloud, 
Minn. 56301. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: Robert D. Gisvold, 1000 First Na¬ 
tional Bank Building, Minneapolis. 
Minn. 55402. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans¬ 
porting: (1) Overhead crane and mono- 
rail systems , and (2) parts and accesso¬ 
ries for commodities in (1) above; (3) 
iron or steel articles used in the manu¬ 
facture or erection of commodities de¬ 
scribed in (1) and (2) above, from the 
plantsites and/or storage facilities of 
Crane & Monorail Systems, a Division 
of Acco-Louden Co. at or near Fair- 
field, Iowa, to points in Alabama, Ar¬ 
kansas. Colorado, Connecticut, Dela¬ 
ware, Florida, Georgia, Illinois. Indi¬ 
ana, Kansas, Kentucky, Louisiana. 
Maryland, Mississippi, Missouri, New 
Mexico, New Jersey, New York, North 
Carolina, Ohio, Oklahoma, Pennsylva¬ 
nia, South Carolina, Tennessee, Texas, 
Virginia, and West Virginia. 

Note.— Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at either St. Paul, Minn., 
or Chicago, Ill. 

No. MC 95876 (Sub-No. 219); filed 
October 31, 1977. Applicant: ANDER¬ 
SON TRUCKING SERVICE. INC.. 
203 Cooper Avenue North, St. Cloud, 
Minn. 56301. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: Robert D. Gisvold, 1000 First Na¬ 
tional Bank Building, Minneapolis, 
Minn. 55402. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, over irregu¬ 
lar routes, transporting: Recreational 
vehicles and equipment, parts and ac¬ 
cessories therefor, and paraphernalia 
used in connection with recreational 
vehicles and equipment, from Crosby, 
Minn., to points in the United States 
(except Alaska and Hawaii). 

Note.— Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Minneapolis or St. 
Paul. Minn. 
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No. MC 98327 (Sub-No. 25), filed Oc¬ 
tober 26. 1077. Applicant: System 99. a 
corporation, 8201 Edgewater Drive, 
Oakland, Calif. 94621. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Michael J. O'Neill, 8201 
Edgewater Drive, Oakland, Calif. 
94621. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier , by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting 
general commodities (except those of 
unusual value. Classes A and B explo¬ 
sives, commodities in bulk, household 
goods as defined by the Commission 
and commodities requiring special 
equipment): (1) Between Reno, Nev., 
and the junction of Idaho State High¬ 
way 55 and U.S. Highway 30 as an al¬ 
ternate route for operating conve¬ 
nience only. Serving no intermediate 
points: From Reno, Nev., over Inter¬ 
state Highway 80, to its Junction with 
U.S. Highway 95 (near Winnemucca, 
Nev.), thence over U.S. Highway 95 to 
its junction with Idaho State Highway 
55, thence over Idaho State Highway 
55 to its junction with U.S. Highway 
30 and return over the same route. 

Note.— Common control may be Involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant requests it be held at San Francisco, 
Calif. 

No. MC 99614 (Sub-No. 2), filed Oc¬ 
tober 19, 1977. Applicant: MIKE CON- 
ROTTO TRUCKING. P.O. Box 638. 
Gilroy, Calif. 95020. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: William D. Taylor, 100 Pine 
St., suite 2550, San Francisco, Calif. 
94111. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Meats, meat products, meat by-prod¬ 
ucts, and articles distributed by meat 
packinghouses , as described in sections 
A and C of Appendix I to the report in 
Description in Motor Carrier Certifi¬ 
cates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766 (except 
hides and commodities in bulk), from 
the plantsite of Columbia Foods. Inc., 
located at or near Wallula, Wash., to 
points in California, Nevada, and Ari¬ 
zona. 

Note.— If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests that it be held at Sioux 
City, Iowa, or Sioux Falls, S. Dak. 

No. MC 99798 (Sub-No. 19), filed Oc¬ 
tober 28, 1977. Applicant: DODDS 
TRUCK LINE, INC., 623 Lincoln, 
West Plains, Mo. 65775. Applicant’s 
representative: Frank W. Taylor, Jr., 
suite 600, 1221 Baltimore Avenue, 
Kansas City, Mo. 64105. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carri¬ 
er, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Charcoal, in 
bags, from Lanton. Howell County, 
Mo., to points in the United States 
(except Alaska and Hawaii). 

Note.— If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests that it be held at Kansas 
City or St. Louis. Mo. Common control may 
be involved. 

No. MC 102567 (Sub-No. 204), filed 
October 31. 1977. Applicant: McNAIR 


TRANSPORT. INC., 4295 Meadow 
Lane. P.O. Drawer 5357, Bossier City, 
La. 71111. Applicant’s representative: 
Joe C. Day. 2040 North Loop West, 
suite 208, Houston, Tex. 77018. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregu¬ 
lar routes, transporting: Hydrochloric 
( Muriatic ) Acid, in bulk, in tank vehi¬ 
cles, from Houston, Tex., to points in 
Arkansas, Louisiana, Mississippi, and 
Oklahoma. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests that it be held at either 
Houston. Tex., or Little Rock, Ark. 

No. MC 103993 (Sub-No. 908), filed 
October 27. 1977. Applicant: 

MORGAN DRIVE-AWAY, INC., 28651 
U.S. 20 West, Elkhart, Ind. 46514. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Paul D. 
Borghesani, 28651 U.S. 20 West, Elk¬ 
hart. Ind. 46514. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans¬ 
porting: Plywood paneling, hardboard, 
composition board, lumber and lumber 
products , from Norfolk. Va.. to points 
in the United States in and east of the 
States of Montana, Wyoming, Colora¬ 
do, and New Mexico. 

Note.— If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests that it be held at Wash¬ 
ington. D.C. 

No. MC 105813 (Sub-No. 226), filed 
October 31, 1977. Applicant: BEL- 
FORD TRUCKING CO.. INC., 1759 
Southwest 12th Street, P.O. Box 1936, 
Ocala, Fla. 32670. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Arnold L. Burke, 180 North 
LaSalle Street, Chicago. Ill. 60601. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregu¬ 
lar routes, transporting: Meats, meat 
products, and meat by-products , and 
articles distributed by meat packingh¬ 
ouses, as described in Appendix I to 
the report in Descriptions in Motor 
Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 206 and 
766 (except hides and commodities in 
bulk), from Buffalo Lake, Minn., to 
points in Alabama, Florida, Georgia, 
Louisiana, Mississippi. North Carolina, 
South Carolina. and Tennessee 
(except Memphis). 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests that it be held at Minne¬ 
apolis, Minn. Common control may be in¬ 
volved. 

No. MC 106074 (Sub-No. 51), filed 
October 31, 1977. Applicant: B AND P 
MOTOR LINES. INC.. Oakland Road. 
P.O. Box 727, Forest City, N.C. 28043. 
Applicant’s representative: George W. 
Clapp, 109 Hartsville Street, P.O. Box 
836, Taylors, S.C. 29687. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carri¬ 
er, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Lumber, kiln 
dried, laminated or cut to size, from 
Ashland, Oreg., to points in Illinois, 
North Carolina, Pennsylvania, South 
Carolina, Tennessee. Texas, and Vir¬ 
ginia. 


Note.— Applicant holds motor contract 
carrier authority in No. MC 140842 (Sub-No. 
1), therefore, dual operations may be in¬ 
volved. Common control may also be in¬ 
volved. If a hearing is deemed necessary, ap¬ 
plicant requests it be held at Charlotte, 
N.C., or Washington. D.C. 

No. MC 107002 (Sub-No. 520), filed 
October 28. 1977. Applicant: MILLER 
TRANSPORTERS, INC., P.O. Box 
1123, Jackson, Miss. 39205. Applicant’s 
representatives: John J. Borth, P.O. 
Box 8573, Battlefield Station, Jackson, 
Miss. 39204. Authority sought to oper¬ 
ate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Cement, from the facilities of 
River Cement Co., at or near Mem¬ 
phis. Tenn., to points in Alabama, Ar¬ 
kansas, Illinois, Kentucky, Mississippi, 
Missouri, and Tennessee. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Memphis, 
Tenn.. or St. Louis, Mo. 

No. MC 107012 (Sub-No. 256). filed 
October 31. 1977. Applicant: NORTH 
AMERICAN VAN LINES. INC., Lin¬ 
coln Highway East and Meyer Road, 
P.O. Box 988. Fort Wayne. Ind. 46801. 
Applicant’s representatives: Gary M. 
Crist, P.O. Box 988, Fort Wayne, Ind. 
46801. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Parts, supplies, materials, and equip¬ 
ment used in the manufacturing, use, 
repair, and installation of electronic 
equipment and 3rd proviso Household 
Goods as defined by the Commission 
at 49 CFR 1056(a)(1). From Montana, 
Idaho. California, Utah, New Mexico, 
Kansas, Texas. Minnesota, Missouri, 
Wisconsin, Illinois, Michigan, Indiana, 
Ohio. Kentucky, Georgia, Florida, 
North Carolina, South Carolina, Vir¬ 
ginia, West Virginia. District of Co¬ 
lumbia. Maryland, New Jersey, New 
York, Rhode Island, Connecticut, Mas¬ 
sachusetts, New Hampshire, and Penn¬ 
sylvania to the plantsites and storage 
facilities of Harris Corp., located at 
Melbourne. Fla.: Miami Lakes. Fla.; 
Fort Lauderdale, Fla.: Miami, Fla.; 
Palm Bay, Fla.; Ft. Walton Beach, 
Fla.; (2) from the plantsites and stor¬ 
age facilities of Harris Corp., located 
at Melbourne, Fla.; Miami Lakes. Fla.; 
Fort Lauderdale, Fla.; Miami. Fla.; 
Palm Bay, Fla.; Ft. Walton Beach, 
Fla.: to Delaware, California, Idaho, 
Utah, New Mexico, Texas, Kansas. Ne¬ 
braska, Minnesota, Missouri, Wiscon¬ 
sin. Illinois, Michigan. Indiana. Ohio, 
Florida, Georgia. South Carolina, 
North Carolina, Virginia, West Virgin¬ 
ia. Pennsylvania, District of Columbia, 
Maryland. New Jersey, New York, 
Rhode Island. Connecticut, Maine, 
and Massachusetts. 

Note.— Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests that it be held at either Mel¬ 
bourne. Fla., or Washington. D.C. 

No. MC 107515 (Sub-No. 1110), filed 
October 31, 1977. Applicant: REFRIG 
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ERATED TRANSPORT CO., INC., 
P.O. Box 308, Forest Park, Ga. 30303. 
Applicant’s representative: Alan E. 
Serby, 3379 Peachtree Road NE.. Suite 
375, Atlanta, Ga. 30326. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carri¬ 
er, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, in the transportation of citrus 
products, from Weslaco, Tex., to 
points in Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, 
Michigan, Minnesota, Nebraska. Ohio, 
and Wisconsin. 

Note.— Applicant holds contract carrier 
authority in No. MC 126436 Sub 2, and 
other subs thereunder, therefore dual oper¬ 
ations may be involved. Common control 
may also be involved. If a hearing is deemed 
necessary, the applicant requests it be held 
at either Atlanta. Ga.. Dallas, Tex., or New 
Orleans. La. 

No. MC 107993 (Sub-No. 59), filed 
October 13, 1977. Applicant: J. J. 
WILLIS TRUCKING CO., a Corpora¬ 
tion, 2608 Electronic Lane, P.O. Box 
5328, Dallas, Tex. 75222. Applicant’s 
representative: Kenneth Weeks, (same 
address as applicant). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carri¬ 
er,, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Railroad cross 
ties between points in California, Colo¬ 
rado, New Mexico, Oklahoma, Texas, 
Arkansas, Louisiana, Arizona, Nevada, 
Utah, Wyoming, and Kansas, in nonra- 
dial movement. 

Note.— Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at either Albuquergue or 
Santa Pe. N. Mex. 

No. MC 108119 (Sub-No. 69), filed 
October 12, 1977. Applicant: E. L. 
MURPHY TRUCKING CO., a Corpo¬ 
ration, P.O. Box 43010, St. Paul, Minn. 
55164. Applicant’s representative: 
Andrew R. Clark, 1000 First National 
Bank Building, Minneapolis. Minn. 
55402. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: (1) 
Self-propelled vehicles (except high¬ 
way trucks, automobiles, and buses); 
(2) agricultural machinery, equipment, 
and implements ; (3) parts, attach¬ 
ments, accessories, and components of 
the commodities described in para¬ 
graphs (7) and (2) above, between 
Jackson, Minn, and points in Boone 
County, Ind., on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in the United States 
(except Alaska and Hawaii); (4) mate¬ 
rials, equipment, and supplies (except 
commodities in bulk), used in the man¬ 
ufacture of commodities described in 
paragraphs (1). (2), and (3) above, 
from points in the United States 
(except Alaska and Hawaii), to Jack- 
son. Minn., and points in Boone 
County. Ind., (5)(a) self-propelled vehi¬ 
cles (except highway trucks, auto¬ 
mobiles and buses) and agricultural 
machinery, equipment, and imple¬ 
ments to be used for experimental, 
used and show display; and (b) parts, 


advertising, and related materials inci¬ 
dental to (a) above, moving between 
the plantsites. shows, exhibits, sales 
branches, and warehouses owned or 
utilized by Ag-Chem Equipment Co., 
Inc., between points in the United 
States (except Alaska and Hawaii). 

Note.— Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant requests it be held at either Minneapo¬ 
lis, Minn., or Washington. D.C. 

No. MC 108375 (Sub-No. 40). filed 
October 31, 1977. Applicant: LEROY 
L. WADE & SON, INC., P.O. Box 
27053. 10550 “I” Street, Omaha. Nebr. 
68127. Applicant’s representative: 
Arnold L. Burke, 180 North LaSalle 
Street, Chicago. Ill. 60601. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carri¬ 
er, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: (1) Steel beams, 
which because of size or weight re¬ 
quire the use of special equipment, 
from Council Bluffs, Iowa, to points in 
Nebraska; (2) Structural steel and 
components thereof, which because of 
size or weight require the use of spe¬ 
cial equipment, from Omaha. Nebr., to 
points in Iowa, Kansas. Missouri, and 
Colorado; and (3) Structural steel, 
which because of size or weight re¬ 
quires special equipment, from Carter 
Lake, Iowa, to points in Nebraska, 
South Dakota, North Dakota and 
Kansas. 

Note.— If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests that it be held at Omaha. 
Nebr. Common control may be involved. 

No. MC 108676 (Sub-No. Ill), filed 
October 28, 1977. Applicant; A. J. 
METLER HAULING AND RIGGING, 
INC., 117 Chicamauga Avenue, Knox¬ 
ville, Tenn. 37917. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Louis J. Amato, P.O. Box E, 
Bowling Green, Ky. 42101. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carri¬ 
er, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: (1) Heat exchang¬ 
ers or equalizers for air, gas, or liquids; 
(2) machinery and equipment for 
heating, cooling, conditioning, humidi¬ 
fying, dehumidifying, and moving of 
air, gas, or liquids; (3) parts, attach¬ 
ments, and accessories for use in the 
installation and operation of the items 
named in (1) and (2) above from the 
facilities of the Trane Co. in Fayette 
County, Ky. to points in Alabama. Ar¬ 
kansas, Florida, Georgia, Louisiana, 
Mississippi. North Carolina, South 
Carolina, Tennessee, Texas, Virginia, 
West Virginia, and the District of Co¬ 
lumbia. 

Note.— If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests that it be held at 
either Louisville. Ky. or Knoxville. Tenn. 

No. MC 109124 (Sub-No. 37), filed 
October 27, 1977. Applicant: SENTLE 
TRUCKING CORP., P.O. Box 7850, 
Todedo, Ohio 43619. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: James M. Burtch, 100 East 
Broad Street, suite 1800, Columbus. 


Ohio 43215. Authority to operate as a 
common carrier, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Roofing and building 
materials, from Chicago Heights, Ill. 
to points in Fayette County, W. Va. 

Note.— If a hearing is deemed necessary 
applicant requests it be held at Chicago, Ill. 

No. MC 109533 (Sub-No. 99). filed 
October 27, 1977. Applicant: OVER- 
NITE TRANSPORTATION CO. (a 
corporation), 1000 Semmes Avenue, 
Richmond. Va. 23224. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: C. H. Swanson, P.O. Box 
1216, Richmond, Va. 23209. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carri¬ 
er, by motor vehicle over regular route 
transporting: General commodities 
(except those of unusual value, classes 
A and B explosives, household goods 
as defined by the Commission, com¬ 
modities in bulk, and those requiring 
special equipment): Between junction 
Kentucky-Virginia State line and U.S. 
Highway 460, and junction U.S. High¬ 
way 460 and U.S. Highway 19; from 
Kentucky-Virginia State line over U.S. 
Highway 460 to junction U.S. Highway 
19 and return over same route, serving 
no intermediate points, as an alternate 
route for operating convenience only. 

Note.— Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, request 
that it be held at Richmond, Va. or Wash¬ 
ington. D.C. 

No. MC 109633 (Sub-No. 22). filed 
October 13, 1977. Applicant: ARBET 
TRUCK LINES, INC., 222 East 135th 
Place. Chicago, Ill. 60627. Applicant’s 
representative: Arnold L. Burke, 180 
North LaSalle Street, Chicago, Ill. 
60601. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Cabinets, cabinet accessories and ma¬ 
terial and supplies used in the instal¬ 
lation of cabinets, from the plantsites 
and storage facilities of Boise Cascade 
Corp. located at or near Moorefield, 
W. Va. and Berryville, Va. to Stephen¬ 
son, Winnebago. Boone, McHenry, 
Lake, Cook, DuPage, Kane. DeKalb, 
Kendall, Will, Kankakee, Grundy, La¬ 
Salle, Whiteside, and Carroll Counties. 
Ill.; LaPorte, Lake, Porter, St. Joseph, 
Marshall, Starke, Newton, and Jasper 
Counties, Ind.; and Kenosha, Racine, 
WalwQrth, Rock. Waukesha, Jeffer¬ 
son, and Washington Counties, Wis. 

Note.— If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests that it be held at Chica¬ 
go. Ill. 

No. MC 109821 (Sub-No. 53), filed 
October 31, 1977. Applicant: TAYN- 
TON FREIGHT SYSTEM. INC., 40 
Main Street, Wellsboro, Pa. 16901. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: A. David 
Millner, P.O. Box 1409, 167 Fairfield 
Road, Fairfield, N.J. 07006. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carri¬ 
er, by motor vehicle, over regular 
routes, transporting: General commod¬ 
ities (except articles of unusual value, 
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Classes A and B explosives, household 
goods as defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and commodities 
requiring special equipment), (I) Be¬ 
tween Big Run, Jefferson County, Pa., 
and Philadelphia, Pa., serving all in¬ 
termediate points, and points in Elk, 
Potter, Tioga, and Cameron Counties, 
Pa., and those points within 25 miles 
of Big Run, Pa., as off-route points (A) 
From Big Run over U.S. Highway 119 
to junction U.S. Highway 322, thence 
over U.S. Highway 322 to Junction 
Pennsylvania Highway 3, thence over 
Pennsylvania Highway 3 to Philadel¬ 
phia, and return over the same route. 
(B) From Big Run over U.S. Highway 
119 to Junction U.S. Highway 422, 
thence over U.S. Highway 422 to Junc¬ 
tion U.S. Highway 22, thence over U.S. 
Highway 22 to Junction Interstate 
Highway 83. thence over Interstate 
Highway 83 to Junction Pennsylvania 
Highway 283, thence over Pennsylva¬ 
nia Highway 283 to Junction U.S. 
Highway 30, thence over U.S. Highway 
30 to Philadelphia, and return over 
the same route. (II) Between Big Run, 
Jefferson County, Pa., and Pittsburgh, 
Pa., serving all intermediate points, 
and points in Elk, Potter, Tioga, and 
Cameron counties. Pa., and those 
points within 25 miles of Big Run, Pa., 
as off-route points. (A) From Big Run 
over U.S. Highway 119 to Junction 
U.S. Highway 22, thence over U.S. 
Highway 22 to Pittsburgh, and return 
over the same route. (B) From Big 
Run over U.S. Highway 119 to Junc¬ 
tion Pennsylvania Highway 210, 
thence over Pennsylvania Highway 
210 to Junction Pennsylvania Highway 
85, thence over Pennsylvania Highway 
85 to Junction Pennsylvania Highway 
28, thence over Pennsylvania Highway 
28 to Pittsburgh, and return over the 
same route. (C) From Big Run over 
U.S. Highway 119 to Junction U.S. 
Highway 422, thence over U.S. High¬ 
way 422 to Junction Pennsylvania 
Highway 8, thence over Pennsylvania 
Highway 8 to Pittsburgh, and return 
over the same route. (Ill) Between 
Bradford. Pa., and Pittsburgh, Pa., 
serving all intermediate points, and 
points in Elk, Potter, Tioga, and Ca¬ 
meron Counties. Pa., and those points 
within 30 miles of Bradford, Pa., as 
off-route points. (A) From Bradford 
over U.S. Highway 219 to Junction 
U.S. Highway 22 to Pittsburgh, and 
return over the same route. (B) From 
Bradford over U.S. Highway 219 to 
Junction U.S. Highway 6, thence over 
U.S. Highway 6 to Junction Pennsyl¬ 
vania Highway 66, thence over Penn¬ 
sylvania Highway 66 to Junction U.S. 
Highway 322, thence over U.S. High¬ 
way 322 to Junction Pennsylvania 
Highway 68, thence over Pennsylvania 
Highway 68 to Junction Pennsylvania 
Highway 8, thence over Pennsylvania 
Highway 8 to Pittsburgh, and return 
over the same route. (C) From Brad¬ 


ford over U.S. Highway 219 to Junc¬ 
tion Pennsylvania Highway 28, thence 
over Pennsylvania Highway 28 to 
Pittsburgh and return over the same 
route. (D) From Bradford over U.S. 
Highway 219 to Junction Pennsylvania 
Highway 770, thence over Pennsylva¬ 
nia Highway 770 to Junction Pennsyl¬ 
vania Highway 59, thence over Penn¬ 
sylvania Highway 59 to Junction U.S. 
Highway 6, thence over U.S. Highway 
6 to Junction U.S. Highway 62. thence 
over U.S. Highway 62 to Junction 
Pennsylvania Highway 8, thence over 
Pennsylvania Highway 8 to Pitts¬ 
burgh. and return over the same 
route. (IV) Between Bradford, Pa., and 
Philadelphia, Pa., serving all interme¬ 
diate points, and points in Elk, Potter, 
Tioga, and Cameron Counties, Pa., and 
those points within 25 miles of Big 
Run, Pa., as off-route points. (A) From 
Bradford over U.S. Highway 219 to 
Junction Pennsylvania Highway 255, 
thence over Pennsylvania Highway 
255 to Junction Pennsylvania Highway 
153, thence over Pennsylvania High¬ 
way 153 to Junction U.S. Highway 322, 
thence over U.S. Highway 322 to Junc¬ 
tion U.S. Highway 422, thence over 
U.S. Highway 422 to Philadelphia, and 
return over the same route. (B) From 
Bradford over U.S. Highway 219 to 
Junction Pennsylvania Highway 255. 
thence over Pennsylvania Highway 
255 to Junction Interstate Highway 
80, thence over Interstate Highway 80 
to Junction Pennsylvania Highway 
309, thence over Pennsylvania High¬ 
way 309 to Philadelphia, and return 
over the same route. (C) From Brad¬ 
ford to Junction Interstate Highway 
80 as in IV (A) above, thence over In¬ 
terstate Highway 80 to Junction Penn¬ 
sylvania Highway 9, thence over Penn¬ 
sylvania Highway 9 to Junction U.S. 
Highway 422, thence over U.S. High¬ 
way 422 to Philadelphia, and return 
over the same route. 

Note.— By this application applicant seeks 
to convert some of its existing irregular 
route authority to regular route authority. 
No duplicating authority is sought. 
Common control may be involved. If a hear¬ 
ing is deemed necessary, applicant requests 
it be held at Philadelphia, Pa., or Washing¬ 
ton. D.C. 

No. MC 110563 (Sub-No. 211), filed 
October 26, 1977. Applicant: COLD¬ 
WAY FOOD EXPRESS, INC., P.O. 
Box 747, State Route 29 North, 
Sidney. Ohio 45365. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative: Joseph M. Scanlan, 111 
West Washington Street, Chicago, Ill. 
60602. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier , by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Merchandise dealt in by wholesale, 
retail, chain grocery, and food busi¬ 
ness houses, in vehicles equipped with 
mechanical refrigeration (except com¬ 
modities in bulk, in tank vehicles), 
from the plant and warehouse facili¬ 
ties of Kraft. Inc., at Springfield, Mo., 


to points in Alabama, Arizona, Arkan¬ 
sas. California, Colorado, Florida, 
Georgia, Kansas, Kentucky, Louisiana, 
Mississippi. New Mexico. North Caroli¬ 
na, Oklahoma, South Carolina, Ten¬ 
nessee, Texas, and Virginia. Restricted 
to traffic originating at the above 
named origin and destined to the 
above named destination points. 

Note.— If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at St. 
Louis, or Kansas City, Mo. 

No. MC 110683 (Sub-No. 126), filed 
October 26. 1977. Applicant: SMITH’S 
TRANSFER CORP., P.O. Box 1000. 
Staunton, Va. 24401. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Thomas N. Willess, 1000 
16th Street NW„ Washington, D.C. 
20036. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier , by motor vehicle, 
over regular routes, transporting: Gen¬ 
eral commodities (except those of un¬ 
usual value. Classes A and B explo¬ 
sives. household goods as defined by 
the Commission, commodities in bulk, 
and commodities requiring special 
equipment). Serving the facilities of 
American Electric Power Service Corp. 
located at or near Rockport, Ind., as 
an off-route point in connection with 
applicant’s existing authority to serve 
Evansville, Ind. 

Note.— If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests that it be held at Evans¬ 
ville, Ind. Common control may be Involved. 

Mo. MC 110683 (Sub-No. 127), filed 
October 26. 1977. Applicant: SMITH'S 
TRANSFER CORP., P.O. Box 1000, 
Staunton, Va. 24401. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative: Thomas N. Willess, 1000 
16th Street NW„ Washington, D.C. 
20036. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over regular routes, transporting: Gen¬ 
eral commodities (except those of un¬ 
usual value. Classes A and B explo¬ 
sives, household goods as defined by 
the Commission, commodities in bulk, 
and commodities requiring special 
equipment). Serving the plantsite and 
warehouse facilities of Mead Johnson 
& Co. located at or near Mount 
Vernon, Ind., as an off-route point in 
connection with applicant’s existing 
authority to serve Evansville, Ind. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicants request that it be held at Evans¬ 
ville, Ind. Common control may be involved. 

No. MC 111231 (Sub-No. 221), filed 
October 31, 1977, 1977. Applicant: 
JONES TRUCK LINES, INC., 610 
East Emma Avenue, Springdale, Ark. 
72764. Applicant’s representative: 
Douglas C. Wynn. P.O. Box 1295, 
Greenville, Miss. 38701. Authority to 
operate as a common carrier , by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans¬ 
porting: (1) Building materials , 

lumber\ and lumber products and (2) 
equipment materials , and supplies 
used in the manufacture, sale, and dis¬ 
tribution of building materials. 
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lumber, and lumber products: Between 
points in Alabama, Arkansas, Louisi¬ 
ana, Mississippi, Missouri. Oklahoma, 
Tennessee, and Texas, on the one 
hand, and. on the other, points in Ala¬ 
bama, Arkansas, Colorado, Illinois, In¬ 
diana, Iowa, Kansas, Kentucky, Louisi¬ 
ana. Michigan. Minnesota, Mississippi, 
Missouri, Nebraska. Ohio. Oklahoma. 
South Dakota, Tennessee, Texas, and 
Wisconsin. 

Note.— Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, the Appli¬ 
cant requests it be held at either Little 
Rock. Ark., Memphis, Tenn.. or Tulsa. Okla. 

No. MC 111545 (Sub-No. 239). filed 
October 27. 1977. Applicant: HOME 
TRANSPORTATION CO.. INC., P.O. 
Box 6426, Station A. Marietta, Ga. 
30065. Applicant’s representative: 
Robert E. Born (same address as appli¬ 
cant). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier , by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: (1) 
cooling and freezing rooms, (2) insu¬ 
lated panels, (3) parts, attachments, 
and accessories for items named in U) 
and ( 2) above, from Daytona Beach. 
Fla., to points in the United States in 
and east of Minnesota. Iowa, Nebras¬ 
ka. Kansas, Oklahoma, and Texas. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held in Jacksonville. 
Fla. 

No. MC 111545 (Sub-No. 240), filed 
October 28, 1977. Applicant: HOME 
TRANSPORTATION CO.. INC., P.O. 
Box 6426, Station A, Marietta, Ga. 
30065. Applicant's representative: 
Robert E. Born (same address as appli¬ 
cant). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: (1) 
steel floor and roof decking, and (2) 
parts, materials, and supplies used in 
the installation of the commodities 
named in ( 1 ) above from Lakeland, 
Fla., to points in the United States in 
and east of Minnesota, Iowa, Nebras¬ 
ka, Kansas, Oklahoma, and Texas. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held in Jacksonville, 
Fla. 

No. MC 112184 (Sub-No. 58), filed 
October 25. 1977. Applicant: THE 

MANFRED I MOTOR TRANSIT CO., 
a corporation, 11250 Kinsman Road, 
Newbury, Ohio 44065. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: David A. Turano, 100 East 
Broad Street, Columbus. Ohio 43215. 
Authority sought to operate as a con¬ 
tract carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Oil and 
gasoline additives, in bulk, in tank ve¬ 
hicles. from East Liverpool, Ohio, to 
Painesville, Ohio. Restricted to traffic 
having a prior movement by water 
and, further restricted to serve pro¬ 
vided under a continuing contract or 
contracts with Lubrizol Corp. 

Note.— Applicant holds common carrier 
authority in MC 128302 and subs thereun¬ 


der, therefore dual operations may be in¬ 
volved. If a hearing is deemed necessary, ap¬ 
plicant requests it be held at Columbus, 
Ohio, or Washington. D.C. 

No. MC 112822 (Sub-No. 433), filed 
October 28, 1977. Applicant: BRAY 
LINES INC., 1401 North Little Street, 
P.O. Box 1191. Cushing, Okla. 74023. 
Applicant's representative: Charles D. 
Midkiff (same address as applicant). 
Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Merchandise dealt in by wholesale, 
retail, chain grocery, and food busi¬ 
ness houses , in vehicles equipped with 
mechanical refrigeration (except com¬ 
modities in bulk, in tank vehicles), 
from the plant and warehouse facili¬ 
ties of Kraft, Inc., at Springfield. Mo., 
to points in Alabama, Arizona, Arkan¬ 
sas, California, Colorado. Florida, 
Georgia, Kansas. Kentucky, Louisiana, 
Mississippi. New Mexico, North Caroli¬ 
na, Oklahoma, South Carolina, Ten¬ 
nessee, Texas, and Virginia. Restricted 
to traffic originating at the above 
named origin and destined to the 
above destination states. 

Note.— Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary the appli¬ 
cant requests it be held at Chicago. Ill., or 
St. Louis, Mo., or on a consolidated record 
with other similar applications. 

No. MC 112822 (Sub-No. 434), filed 
October 31, 1977. Applicant: BRAY 
LINES INC., 1401 North Little Street, 
P.O. Box 1191. Cushing, Okla. 74023. 
Applicant's representative: Charles D. 
Midkiff (same address as applicant). 
Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Canned and preserved foodstuffs 
(except in bulk), from the plantsites 
and storage facilities of Beatrice Foods 
at Archbold, Ohio, to points in Arkan¬ 
sas. Louisiana. Oklahoma, and Texas. 

Note.— Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant requests that it be held on a consolidat¬ 
ed record with other similar applications. 

No. MC 112822 (Sub-No. 436), filed 
November 1, 1977. Applicant: BRAY 
LINES INC., 1401 North Little Street. 
P.O. Box 1191, Cushing, Okla. 74023. 
Applicant’s representative: Edward T. 
Lyons. Jr.. 1600 Lincoln Center Build¬ 
ing, 1660 Lincoln Street, Denver, Colo. 
80264. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Foodstuffs, from the plantsite and 
storage facilities of Inland Storage 
Distribution Center, at or near Kansas 
City, Kans., to points in Iowa, Minne¬ 
sota, and Wisconsin. 

Note.— Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests that it be held at the same time 
and place as other similar applications pres¬ 
ently pending. 

No. MC 113267 (Sub-No. 352), filed: 
October 26. 1977. Applicant: CEN¬ 


TRAL & SOUTHERN TRUCK 
LINES. INC., 3215 Tulane Road, P.O. 
Box 30130 AMF. Memphis. Tenn. 
38130. Applicant’s representative: Law¬ 
rence A. Fischer (same address as ap¬ 
plicant). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Merchandise dealt in by wholesale, 
retail, chain grocery, and food busi¬ 
ness houses, in vehicles equipped with 
mechanical refrigeration (except com¬ 
modities in bulk, in tank veheiles), 
from the plant and warehouse facili¬ 
ties of Kraft, Inc., at Springfield, Mo., 
to points in Alabama. Arizona, Arkan¬ 
sas, California, Colorado, Florida, 
Georgia, Kansas. Kentucky, Louisiana, 
Mississippi, New Mexico. North Caroli¬ 
na. Oklahoma, South Carolina, Ten¬ 
nessee, Texas, and Virginia. Restricted 
to traffic originating at the above 
named origin and destined to the 
above named destination points. 

Note.— If hearing is deemed necessary ap¬ 
plicant requests that it be held at either 
Kansas City, Mo., or Dallas. Tex. 

No. MC 113666 (Sub-No. 120), filed 
October 31, 1977. Applicant: Freeport 
Transport, Inc., 1200 Butler Road. 
Freeport, Pa. 16229. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative: Daniel R. Smetanick (same 
address as applicant). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carri¬ 
er, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, in the transportation of (1) 
laminated modular panels from 
Frankfort. Ind., to points in Arizona, 
California. Colorado. Idaho, Montana, 
Nevada, New Mexico, Oregon, Utah. 
Washington, and Wyoming, and (2) 
laminated plastic sheets, from Sunset/ 
Whitney Ranch, Calif., to Cincinnati, 
Ohio. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests that it be held at 
either Washington. D.C., or Pittsburgh, Pa., 
or Cincinnatti, Ohio. 

MC 113855 (Sub-No. 392). filed Octo¬ 
ber 17, 1977. Applicant: INTERNA¬ 
TIONAL TRANSPORT. INC., 2450 
Marion Road SE., Rochester, Minn. 
55901. Applicant’s representative: 
Thomas J. Van Osdel, 502 First Na¬ 
tional Bank Building. Fargo. N. Dak. 
58102. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier , by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, in interstate or 
foreign commerce, transporting: (1) 
Pre-cut log buildings; and (2) materi¬ 
als and supplies used in the construc¬ 
tion, installation, and erection thereof 
(except in bulk), from points in 
Albany County, Wyo., to points in 
West Virginia, Maryland. Delaware. 
Virginia, North Carolina, South Caro¬ 
lina. Georgia, Alabama, Mississippi. 
Louisiana, and Florida. 

Note.— Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant requests it be held at Denver. Colo. 

MC 113855 (Sub-No. 393), filed Octo¬ 
ber 28, 1977. Applicant: INTERNA- 
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TIONAL TRANSPORT. INC.. 2450 
Marion Road SE., Rochester. Minn. 
55901. Applicant’s representative: Alan 
Foss. 502 First National Bank Build¬ 
ing. Fargo. N. Dak. 58102. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carri¬ 
er, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, in interstate or foreign com¬ 
merce. transporting: (1) Rollers, com¬ 
pactors, and parts and attachments 
for rollers and compactors from 
Springfield. Ohio, to points in the 
United States in and west of Wiscon¬ 
sin, Illinois. Missouri. Arkansas, and 
Texas (including Alaska but excluding 
Hawaii); (2) materials , equipment and 
supplies used in the manufacture or 
distribution of the commodities in (1) 
above from the destination areas de¬ 
scribed in (1) above to Springfield, 
Ohio. 

Note.— Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant requests it be held at Columbus, Ohio, 
or Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 114211 (Sub-No. 325), filed 
October 31, 1977. Applicant: WAR¬ 
REN TRANSPORT. INC., P.O. Box 
420. 324 Manhard Street, Waterloo, 
Iowa 50704. Applicant’s representative; 
Charles W. Singer, 2440 East Commer¬ 
cial Boulevard. Fort Lauderdale, Fla. 
33308. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, over irregular 
routes, by motor vehicle, transporting: 
Such commodities as are dealt in, or 
used by. agricultural equipment, in¬ 
dustrial equipment and lawn and lei¬ 
sure product manufacturers and deal¬ 
ers (except commodities in bulk) be¬ 
tween points on the International 
Boundary line between the United 
States and Mexico located at Laredo, 
Tex., on the one hand, and, on the 
other, the facilities owned, or operated 
by Deere & Co. located in Black Hawk, 
Dubuque, Polk, Scott, and Wapello 
Counties, Iowa; Rock Island County, 
Ill. and Dodge County, WLs. 

Note.— If a hearing is deemed necessary 
we request if be held at either Chicago, Ill. 
or Moline, Ill. 

No. MC 114211 (Sub-No. 326), filed 
October 31, 1977. Applicant: WAR¬ 
REN TRANSPORT, INC., P.O. Box 
420. 324 Manhard Street, Waterloo. 
Iowa 50704. Applicant’s representative; 
Mr. Daniel Sullivan. Suite 1600, 10 
South La Salle. Chicago, Ill., 60604. 
Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, over irregular routes, 
by motor vehicle, transporting: Pipe, 
fittings, valves, hydrants and materi¬ 
als and supplies used in the installa¬ 
tion thereof, from the plantsite and 
storage facilities of Clow Corp.. near 
Lincoln, Talledaga County, Ala., to 
points in the United States located in 
and east of North Dakota, South 
Dakota, Nebraska, Kansas, Oklahoma, 
and Texas. 

Note.— If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
we request it be held at either Chicago. Illi¬ 
nois or Washington, D.C. 


No. MC 114273 (Sub-No. 304), filed 
October 31, 1977. Applicant: CRST, 
INC., P.O. Box 68, Cedar Rapids, Iowa 
52406. Applicant's representative: 
Kenneth L. Core (same address as ap¬ 
plicant). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Frozen bakery goods from Downers 
Grove, Ill. to Salisbury, Md. 

Note.— Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests that it be held at either Chicago, 
Ill. or Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 114569 (Sub-No. 200). filed 
October 31. 1977. Applicant: 

SHAFFER TRUCKING. INC., P.O. 
Box 418, New Kingston, Pa. 17072. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: N. L. Cum¬ 
mins (same address as applicant). Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over Irregu¬ 
lar routes, transporting: Meats, meat 
products, meat by products and arti¬ 
cles distributed by meat packing¬ 
houses (except hides, animal foods and 
animal food ingredients and commod¬ 
ities in bulk), from the plantsite and 
storage facilities of Spencer Foods, 
Inc., located at or near Schuyler. 
Nebr.; Spencer. Iowa; Hartley, Iowa; 
and the storage facilities of Spencer 
Foods, Inc. at or near Fremont. Nebr. 
to points in Alabama, Florida, Geor¬ 
gia. North Carolina, South Carolina, 
Tennessee, and Kentucky. 

Note.— Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant requests it be held at either Omaha, 
Nebr. or Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 114799 (Sub-No. 3). filed Oc¬ 
tober 31, 1977. Applicant: C. ARTHUR 
FOSSE d.b.a. FOSSE TRANSPORT, 
P.O. Box 187, Rothsay, Minn. 56579. 
Applicant’s representative: Gene P. 
Johnson. P.O. Box 2471, Fargo, N. 
Dak. 58102. Authority sought to oper¬ 
ate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicles, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Liquid fertilizers, in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, from Alexandria, Minn., to 
points in North Dakota and South 
Dakota. 

Note.— Applicant holds motor contract 
carrier authority in No. MC 126042 and sub- 
numbers thereunder, therefore dual oper¬ 
ations may be involved. If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests It be 
held at either Fargo. N. Dak. or Minneapolis 
or St. Paul, Minn. 

No. MC 115162 (Sub-No. 390), filed 
. October 26, 1977. Applicant: POOLE 
TRUCK LINE, INC., Post Office 
Drawer 500, Evergreen, Ala. 36401. Ap¬ 
plicant's representative: Robert E. 
Tate, Post Office Drawer 500, Ever¬ 
green, Ala. 36401. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans¬ 
porting: Racks and staunchion or 
stacking posts, between the facilities 
of the DuPont Co. at or near Brevard, 
N.C. (Translvania County), on the one 


hand, and, Opelika, Ala., on the other. 
Restricted to traffic originating at the 
above-named origin and/or destination 
point named. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary 
the applicant requests it be held at either 
Birmingham, Ala. or Atlanta, Ga. 

No. MC 115331 (Sub-No. 431) 
(amendment), filed September 29, 
1977, published in the Federal Regis¬ 
ter issue of November 17, 1977, and re¬ 
published as amended this issue. Ap¬ 
plicant: TRUCK TRANSPORT INC., 
29 Clayton Hills Lane, St. Louis, Mo. 
63131. Applicant's representative: J. R. 
Ferris, 230 St. Clair Avenue, East St. 
Louis, Ill. 62201. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans¬ 
porting: (1) Liquid sugar and com 
sweetners, in bulk, from Supreme, La., 
to points in Alabama. Arkansas, Mis¬ 
sissippi. Tennessee, and Texas; and (2) 
liquid sugar and molasses, in bulk, 
from Gretna, La., to points in the 
United States (except Alaska and 
Hawaii); and (3) liquid com syrups 
and blends of liquid sugar, in bulk, 
from Houma, La., to points in Ala¬ 
bama, Arkansas, Mississippi, Tennes¬ 
see. and Texas. 

Note.— The purpose of this amendment is 
to broaden the territorial scope in part (1) 
to include the States of Arkansas and Ten¬ 
nessee. Common control may be involved. If 
a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant re¬ 
quests it be held at New Orleans, La. 

No. MC 115331 (Sub-No. 432), filed 
October 28, 1977. Applicant: TRUCK 
TRANSPORT INC., 29 Clayton Hills 
Lane, St. Louis, Mo. 63131. Applicant’s 
representative: E. Stephen Heisley, 
805 McLachlen Bank Building, 666 
11th Street NW.. Washington, D.C. 
20001. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicles, 
over irregular routes,' transporting: 
Chemicals, in bulk, from Sedalia, Mo., 
to points in the United States (except 
Alaska and Hawaii). 

Note.— If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests that it be held in St. 
Louis, Mo. Common control may be in¬ 
volved. 

No. MC 115496 (Sub-No. 65). filed 
October 13. 1977. Applicant: LUMBER 
TRANSPORT. INC., P.O. Box 111, 
Cochran, Ga. 31014. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Virgil H. Smith, suite 12, 
1587 Phoenix Boulevard, Atlanta, Ga. 
30349. Authority to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes in the transpor¬ 
tation of. (1) Plywood, paneling and 
composition board from the plantsites 
of Champion International Corp. lo¬ 
cated at or near Orangeburg and 
Charleston. S.C. to points in Alabama, 
Florida, Illinois, Indiana, North Caro¬ 
lina, Kentucky. Ohio, Tennessee, Vir¬ 
ginia. and West Virginia, and, (2) com¬ 
position hardboard from the plantsite 
of Champion International Corp. lo- 
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cated at or near Catawba, S.C. to 
points in Alabama. Florida, Illinois, In¬ 
diana, Kentucky. North Carolina. 
Ohio, Tennessee, Virginia, and West 
Virginia. Restriction: The service 
sought in (1) and (2) is restricted to 
the transportation of traffic originat¬ 
ing at the named plantsites. 

Note.— If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Atlanta, Ga.. 
or Hamilton, Ohio. 

No. MC 115496 (Sub-No. 70), filed 
October 27, 1977. Applicant: LUMBER 
TRANSPORT. INC., P.O. Box 111, 
Cochran, Ga. 31014. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: William P. Jackson, Jr.. 3426 
North Washington Boulevard, P.O. 
Box 1267, Arlington, Va. 22210. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregu¬ 
lar routes, transporting: (1) Iron and 
steel articles and construction materi¬ 
als (except in bulk), from facilities of 
or utilized by Penn-Dixie Industries, 
Inc., Penn-Dixie Steel Corp., and sub¬ 
sidiaries of the foregoing companies, 
at or near Lansing. Mich.; Grand 
Rapids, Mich.; Petoskey, Mich.; Hol¬ 
land, Mich.; Detroit, Mich.; Milwau¬ 
kee. Wis.; Chicago, Ill.; Blue Island, 
ni.; Joliet. Ill.; Kokomo, Ind.; Ft. 
Wayne. Ind.; North Judson, Ind.; Elk¬ 
hart, Ind.; Cicero, Ind.; Jackson. Miss.; 
Columbus, Ohio; Toledo. Ohio; Kings¬ 
port, Tenn.; Knoxville, Term.; South 
Pittsburgh (Richard City), Tenn.; 
Newton. Kans.; Nazareth, Pa. and 
Cabot, Pa., to points in Florida. Geor¬ 
gia, South Carolina, Alabama, Missis¬ 
sippi, North Carolina, Tennessee, Ken¬ 
tucky, and Virginia; and Materials, 
equipment and supplies (except in 
bulk), used in the manufacture and 
distribution of commodities named in 
(1) above, from points in Florida, 
Georgia. South Carolina, Alabama, 
Mississippi, North Carolina, Tennes¬ 
see, Kentucky, and Virginia, to facili¬ 
ties of or utilized by Penn-Dixie Indus¬ 
tries, Inc., Penn-Dixie Steel Corp., and 
subsidiaries of the foregoing compa¬ 
nies, at or near Lansing, Mich.; Grand 
Rapids, Mich.; Petoskey, Mich.; Hol¬ 
land, Mich.; Detroit, Mich.; Milwau¬ 
kee, Wis.; Chicago, Ill.; Blue Island, 
Ill.; Joliet, Ill.; Kokomo, Ind.; Ft. 
Wayne. Ind.; North Judson, Ind.; Elk¬ 
hart, Ind.; Cicero. Ind.; Jackson, Miss.; 
Columbus, Ohio; Toledo. Ohio; Kings¬ 
port, Tenn.; Knoxville, Tenn.; South 
Pittsburgh (Richard City), Tenn.; 
Newton. Kans.; Nazareth, Pa. and 
Cabot, Pa. 

Note.— If an oral hearing is deemed neces¬ 
sary, applicant requests that it be held in 
Indianapolis, Ind. 

No. MC 115669 (Sub-No. 164), filed 
October 13, 1977. Applicant: DAHL- 
STEN TRUCK LINE, INC., 101 West 
Edgar Street. P.O. Box 95, Clay 
Center, Nebr. 68933. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Howard N. Dahlsten, 101 
West Edgar Street, P.O. Box 95, Clay 


Center. Nebr. 68933. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by 
motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: (1) Salt and salt prod¬ 
ucts from Kansas City. Mo. to points 
in Arkansas and Oklahoma, and (2) 
Dry fertilizer from Falls City. Nebr. to 
points in Missouri (except St. Louis, 
Missouri, and its Commercial Zone). 

Note.— If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests It be held at Omaha, 
Nebr. 

No. MC 115703 (Sub-No. 11). filed 
October 27. 1977. Applicant: KREITZ 
MOTOR EXPRESS. INC., 220 Park 
Road North, P.O. Box 375, Wyomiss- 
ing. Pa. 19610. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: Robert D. Gunderman, Suite 710, 
Statler Hilton, Buffalo. N.Y. 14202. 
Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: (1) 
plastic pipe; and (2) fittings, materi¬ 
als, accessories, and supplies used in 
the installation of such pipe, from the 
plantsites or storage facilities of Slo- 
comb Plastic Pipe and Products. Inc. 
and Samson Plastic Conduit and Pipe 
Corp., Geneva County, Ala., to points 
in Alabama, Connecticut, Delaware, 
Florida, Georgia, Illinois. Indiana. 
Kentucky, Maine, Maryland, Massa¬ 
chusetts, Michigan, Mississippi, New 
Hampshire, New Jersey. New York, 
North Carolina, Ohio, Pennsylvania, 
Rhode Island, South Carolina. Ten¬ 
nessee, Vermont, Virigina, West Vir¬ 
ginia, Wisconsin, and District of Co¬ 
lumbia, and returned shipments of 
such commodities in the reverse direc¬ 
tion. 

Note.— If a hearing is deemed necessary. 
Applicant requests that it be held at Buffa¬ 
lo. N.Y. 

No. MC 115841 (Sub-No. 570), filed 
October 27, 1977. Applicant: COLO¬ 
NIAL REFRIGERATED TRANS¬ 
PORTATION, INC., 9041 Executive 
Park Drive, Suite 110, Building 100, 
Knoxville, Tenn. 37919. Applicant’s 
representative: E. Stephen Heisley, 
805 McLachlen Bank Building, 666 
11th Street NW., Washington. D.C. 
20001. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Meat, meat products, meat byproducts 
and articles distributed by meat pack¬ 
inghouses, as described in Section A 
and C of Appendix I to the Report in 
Descriptions in Motor Carrier Certifi¬ 
cates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766 (except 
hides and commodities in bulk), be¬ 
tween Dallas, Tex. on the one hand 
and, on the other. Algona, Iowa, and 
Lincoln, Nebr. 

Note —Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant requests that it be held in Dallas. Tex. 
or Washington. D.C. 

No. MC 115904 (Sub-No. 82). filed 
October 27, 1977. Applicant: GROVER 


TRUCKING CO. a Corporation, 1710 
West Broadway, Idaho Falls, Idaho 
83401. Applicant’s respresentative: 
Irene Warr, 430 Judge Bldg., Salt Lake 
City. Utah 84111. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans¬ 
porting: Plastic pipe and fittings, from 
Denver, Colo., to points in Arizona, 
California, Idaho, Kansas, Montana, 
Nebraska, Nevada, New Mexico, North 
Dakota, Oklahoma, Oregon, South 
Dakota, Texas, Utah, Washington, and 
Wyoming. 

Note.— Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Denver, Colo., or 
Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 116077 (Sub-No. 389), filed 
October 31, 1977. Applicant: ROB 
ERTSON TANK LINES. INC., 4550 
Post Oak Place Drive, P.O. Box 1505, 
Houston, Tex. 77001. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Pat H. Robertson. 500 
West 16th Street, P.O. Box 1945, 
Austin, Tex. 78767. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by 
motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Isocyanates, diisocyan¬ 
ates, polypropylene, glycol, and hydra¬ 
zine solutions, in bulk, in tank vehi¬ 
cles. from the plantsite of Mobay 
Chemical Corp., at or near Baytown 
(Chambers County), Tex., to points in 
the United States in and east of Min¬ 
nesota, Iowa, Missouri, Arkansas, and 
Texas. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests that it be held in Dallas. 
Tex., or New Orleans, La., in a consolidated 
hearing with Matlack, Inc., MC 107403 
(Sub-No. 1032). 

No. MC 116110 (Sub-No. 20), filed 
October 28, 1977. Applicant: P. C. 
WHITE TRUCK LINE, INC., P.O. 
Box 1488, Dothan, Ala. 36301. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Bruce E. Mitch¬ 
ell, 3379 Peachtree Road NE.. suite 
375, Atlanta, Ga. 30326. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carri¬ 
er, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, in the transportation of: 
Brushes, brooms, and sweepers and re¬ 
lated materials, equipment and sup¬ 
plies used in the manufacture of 
brushes, brooms, and sweepers, be¬ 
tween Glasgow, Ky.; Panama City. 
Fla.; and Aurora, Ill. on the one hand 
and, on the other, points in the United 
States (except Alaska and Hawaii). Re¬ 
striction: Restricted to the transporta¬ 
tion of traffic originating at or des¬ 
tined to the facilities of National 
Brush Co. at or near Glasgow, Ky.; 
Panama City, Fla.; and Aurora, Ill. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests that it be held at Chica¬ 
go. Ill. 

No. MC 116254 (Sub-No. 193), filed 
October 21, 1977 Applicant: CHEM- 
HAULERS, INC., P.O. Box 339, Flor¬ 
ence. Ala. 35630. Applicant’s represen- 
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tative: Hampton M. Mills, (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, in the transpor¬ 
tion of Vegetable oils and products 
thereof, in bulk, (1) From the plant- 
site or warehouse facilities of Cargill, 
Inc., at or near Gainesville, Ga. to the 
following States including Minnesota, 
Iowa, Nebraska, Kansas. Oklahoma, 
Texas, and all States east thereof, (2) 
From points in Alabama, Arkansas, 
Delaware, Georgia, Illinois, Indiana, 
Iowa, Kansas. Kentucky, Louisiana, 
Maryland, Minnesota, Mississippi, Mis¬ 
souri, Nebraska, North Carolina, Ohio, 
Oklahoma, South Carolina, Tennes¬ 
see, Texas, Virginia, to the plantsite or 
warehouse facilities of Cargill, Inc. at 
or near Gainesville, Ga. 

Norn—If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests that it be held at either 
Birmingham. Ala., or Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 116763 (Sub-No. 398). filed 
October 31, 1977, 28, 1977. Applicant: 
CARL SUBLER TRUCKING. * INC., 
North West Street, Versailles, Ohio 
45380. Applicant's representative: H. 
M. Richters, P.O. Box 81, Versailles, 
Ohio 45380. Authority sought to oper¬ 
ate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Canned and preserved foodstuffs 
(except in bulk), from the plantsite 
and storage facilities of Beatrice Foods 
Co., at Archbold, Ohio, to points in Ar¬ 
kansas, Louisiana, Oklahoma, and 
Texas. 

Note.— If a hearing is deemed necessary 
applicant requests that it be held at Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 

No. MC 116915 (Sub-No. 42), filed 
October 12. 1977. Applicant: ECK 
MILLER TRANSPORTATION COR¬ 
PORATION, 1830 S. Plate St., 
Kokomo, Ind. 46901. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Fred F. Bradley, P.O. Box 
773, Frankfort, Ky. 40602. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carri¬ 
er, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting nonferrous metal 
(except liquid in bulk), between points 
in the United States in and east of 
Minnesota, Iowa. Nebraska, Colorado, 
and New Mexico, restricted to the 
transportation of shipments moving 
on a bill of lading of Aaron Ferer & 
Sons Co. located at Omaha, Nebr. 

Note.— If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests that it be held at 
either Omaha, Nebr. or Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 117344 (Sub-No. 263), filed 
October 31, 1977. Applicant: THE 
MAXWELL CO. (a Corporation), 
10380 Evendale Drive, Cincinnati, 
Ohio 45215. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: James R. Stiverson, 1396 West 
Fifth Avenue, Columbus, Ohio 43212. 
Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Crude cottonseed oil, in bulk, in tank 


vehicles, from Montgomery, Ala. to 
Reading, Ohio. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at Colum¬ 
bus. Ohio. 

No. MC 118089 (Sub-No. 25). filed 
October 26, 1977. Applicant: ROBERT 
HEATH TRUCKING, INC., 2909 
Avenue C, P.O. Box 2501, Lubbock, 
Tex. 79408. Applicant’s representative: 
Charles J. Kimball, 350 Capitol Life 
Center, 1600 Sherman Street, Denver, 
Colo. 80203. Authority sought as a 
common carrier; by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Meats, meat products and meat by¬ 
products, and articles distributed by 
meat packinghouses, as described in 
sections A and C of Appendix I to the 
report in Descriptions in Motor Carri¬ 
er Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766 
(except hides and commodities in 
bulk), from the plantsite and storage 
facilities utilized by Columbia Foods, 
Inc., a subsidiary of Iowa Beef Proces¬ 
sors, Inc., at or near Wallula, Wash., 
to Points in California, Nevada, Arizo¬ 
na, New Mexico, and Oklahoma. 

Note.— Common control may be involved. 
A carrier affiliated with Applicant holds 
contract carrier authority in MC-139309 
and Subs thereto, therefore, dual operations 
may be involved. If a hearing is deemed nec¬ 
essary. Applicant requests that it be held at 
Sioux City. Iowa, or Sioux Palls, S. Dak. 

No. MC 118142 (Sub-No. 156), filed 
October 31, 1977. Applicant: M. 

BRUENGER & CO.. INC., 6250 North 
Broadway, Wichita, Kans. 67219. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Lester C. 
Arvin, 814 Century Plaza Building, 
Wichita. Kans. 67202. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carri¬ 
er, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Prepared frozen 
foods, from Cleveland and Solon, 
Ohio, to Oklahoma City, Okla.; Mem¬ 
phis, Tenn.; and Dallas, Houston, and 
San Antonio, Tex.; Arkansas, and Lou¬ 
isiana. Restricted: from the plantsite 
of Stouffer Foods Corp., at or near 
Solon, Ohio, and the warehouse facili¬ 
ties utilized by Stouffer Foods Corp., 
at or near Cleveland, Ohio, to the des¬ 
tined points. 

Note.— If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests that it be held at 
either Wichita, Kans., or Kansas City. Mo. 

No. MC 118776 (Sub-No. 26), filed 
October 28, 1977. Applicant: C. L. 
CONNORS. INC., 3820 Wisman Lane. 
Quincy, Ill. 62301. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Frank W. Taylor, Jr., suite 
600, 1221 Baltimore Avenue. Kansas 
City, Mo. 64105. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans¬ 
porting: Beer from Omaha, Nebr., to 
Quincy, Ill. 

Note.— If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests that it be held at St. 
Louis, Mo. Common control may be in¬ 
volved. 


No. MC 118959 (Sub-No. 157), filed 
October 31, 1977. Applicant: JERRY 
LIPPS, INC., 130 South Frederick 
Street, Cape Girardeau, Mo. 63701. 
Applicant’s representative: Robert M. 
Pearce, P.O. Box 1899, Bowling Green, 
Ky. 42101. Authority sought to oper¬ 
ate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Materials, equipment and supplies 
used in connection with vinyl or plas¬ 
tic siding, extruded; clapboard siding; 
building materials; and accessories 
and supplies used in connection with 
the previously described commodities 
from points in Arizona, California, 
Connecticut, Delaware, District of Co¬ 
lumbia, Idaho, Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, 
Kentucky, Maine, Maryland, Massa¬ 
chusetts. Michigan, Minnesota. Mon¬ 
tana, Nebraska. Nevada, New Hamp¬ 
shire, New Jersey, New York, North 
Dakota, Ohio, Oregon, Pennsylvania, 
Rhode Island, South Dakota, Tennes¬ 
see, Utah, Vermont, Virginia, Wash¬ 
ington. Wisconsin, West Virginia, and 
Wyoming, to Bards town, Ky. 

Note.— Common control may be involved. 
Applicant holds motor contract carrier au¬ 
thority in No. MC 125664 and therefore 
dual operations may be involved. If a hear¬ 
ing is deemed necessary, applicant requests 
that it be held at Nashville or Memphis, 
Tenn. 

No. MC 118989 (Sub-No. 165), filed 
October 20, 1977. Applicant: CON¬ 
TAINER TRANSIT. INC., 5223 South 
9th Street. Milwaukee, Wis. 53221. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Albert A. 
Andrin, 180 North LaSalle Street, Chi¬ 
cago, Ill. 60601. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans¬ 
porting: Containers, container clo¬ 
sures and ends, and components, mate¬ 
rials and supplies used in the manu¬ 
facture and distribution of containers, 
container closures and ends, and com¬ 
ponents (except commodities in bulk), 
from the plant and warehouse sites of 
American Can Co., located at Cook 
and Kane Counties, Ill.; Hoopeston, 
Ill.; Indianapolis and Austin, Ind.; De¬ 
troit, Mich.; Kansas City and St. 
Louis, Mo.; Fairport, N.Y.; Delaware, 
Ohio; Harrisburg and Lemoyne, Pa.; 
Memphis, Tenn.; and Milwaukee, Wis., 
to points in Arkansas, Connecticut, Il¬ 
linois, Indiana, Iowa. Kansas, Ken¬ 
tucky, Louisiana, Massachusetts, 
Michigan, Minnesota, Missouri, Ne¬ 
braska, New Hampshire, New Jersey, 
New York, Ohio, Oklahoma, Pennsyl¬ 
vania, Rhode Island, South Dakota, 
Tennessee, Texas, Vermont, and Wis¬ 
consin. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests that it be held at Chica¬ 
go. IU. 

No. MC 118989 (Sub-No. 168), filed 
October 26. 1977. Applicant: CON¬ 
TAINER TRANSIT. INC., 5223 South 
9th Street, Milwaukee. Wis. 53221. Ap- 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 42, NO. 241—THURSDAY, DECEMBER 15, 1977 





63260 


NOTICES ' 


plicant’s representative: Albert A. 
Andrin, 180 North LaSalle Street. Chi¬ 
cago, Ill. 60601. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier , by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans¬ 
porting: Containers , container clo- 
sures and ends, and components, mate¬ 
rials and supplies used in the manu¬ 
facture and distribution of containers, 
container closures and ends, and com¬ 
ponents (except commodities in bulk), 
from the facilities of American Can 
Co., at or near St. Paul, Minn., to 
points in Illinois. Indiana. Iowa, 
Kansas, Kentucky, Missouri, Nebras¬ 
ka, Oklahoma, and Wisconsin. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests that it be held at Chica¬ 
go. Ill. 

No. MC 119099 (Sub-No. 20), filed 
October 26. 1977. Applicant: BJORK- 
LUND TRUCKING, INC., 1st Avenue 
NE. and 8th Street, Buffalo, Minn. 
55313. Applicant's representative: Val 
M. Higgins, 1000 First National Bank 
Building, Minneapolis. Minn. 55402. 
Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Iron and steel and iron and steel arti¬ 
cles from the plantsite and warehouse 
facilities of Williams Steel & Hard¬ 
ware Co., at Minneapolis, Minn., to 
points in Iowa on and north of Iowa 
Highway 3 and points in Wisconsin 
west of U.S, Highway 51 and north of 
U.S. Highway 18. 

Note.— If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests that it be held at Minne¬ 
apolis, Minn. 

No. MC 119099 (Sub-No. 21), filed 
November 1, 1977. Applicant: BJORK- 
LUND TRUCKING. INC., 1st Avenue 
NE. and 8th Street, Buffalo, Minn. 
55313. Applicant’s representative: Val 
M. Higgins, 1000 First National Bank 
Building, Minneapolis. Minn. 55402. 
Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: (1) 
Steel wire and steel rod and (2) wooden 
pallets and blocking , (except commod¬ 
ities which because of size or weight 
require the use of special equipment 
or special handling, in both (1) and (2) 
above), from the plantsites and ware¬ 
house facilities of Northern Wire 
Corp., located at Cicero, Ill., to points 
in Minnesota. 

Note.— If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests that it be held at Chica¬ 
go. Ill. 

No. MC 119399 (Sub-No. 71), filed 
October 31. 1977. Applicant: CON¬ 
TRACT FREIGHTERS, INC., 2900 
Davis Boulevard, Joplin, Mo. 64801. 
Applicant’s representative: Dean Wil¬ 
liamson. 280 National Foundation Life 
Building, 3535 Northwest 58th Street, 
Oklahoma City, Okia. 73112. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregu¬ 


lar routes, transporting: Merchandise 
dealt in by wholesale, retail chain gro¬ 
cery, and food business houses, in vehi¬ 
cles equipped with mechanical refrig¬ 
eration (except commodities in bulk, 
in tank vehicles) from the plant and 
warehouse facilities of Kraft, Inc., at 
Springfield, Mo., to points in Alabama, 
Arizona, Arkansas, California. Colora¬ 
do, Florida, Georgia, Kansas, Ken¬ 
tucky, Louisiana, Mississippi, New 
Mexico, North Carolina, Oklahoma, 
South Carolina, Tennessee. Texas, and 
Virginia. Restricted to traffic originat¬ 
ing at the above named origin and des¬ 
tined to the above named destination 
points. 

Note.— If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests that it be held at Kansas 
City, Mo., or Dallas. Tex. 

No. MC 119631 (Sub-No. 24), filed 
October 27, 1977. Applicant: DEIOMA 
TRUCKING CO., a Corporation, P.O. 
Box 915, Mount Union Station, Alli¬ 
ance. Ohio 44601. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Edward G. Villalon, 1032 
Pennsylvania Building, Pennsylvania 
Avenue and 13th Street NW., Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20004. Authority sought 
to operate in interstate or foreign 
commerce, as a common carrier, by 
motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting refractories and clay 
products (except pottery), from points 
in West Virginia within 30 miles of 
East Palestine. Ohio, to points in 
Pennsylvania, Maryland, Delaware, 
New York. New Jersey, points in West 
Virginia on and west of U.S. Highway 
220 and on and north of U.S. Highway 
50, and points in New Hampshire. Vir¬ 
ginia. Maine, Massachusetts. Connecti¬ 
cut. and Rhode Island. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests that it be held at Wash¬ 
ington. D.C. 

No. MC 119789 (Sub-No. 382), filed 
October 28, 1977. Applicant: CARA¬ 
VAN REFRIGERATED CARGO, 
INC., P.O. Box 6188, Dallas, Tex. 
75222. Applicant’s representative: 
James K. Newbold, Jr. (same address 
as applicant). Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier , by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans¬ 
porting Foodstuffs (except commod¬ 
ities in bulk), in vehicles equipped 
with mechanical refrigeration, from 
the Nestle facilities, located at or near 
Hazelwood, Mo., to points in Texas. 
Colorado, California, Oregon, and 
Oklahoma. * 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests that it be held at New 
York. N.Y. 

No. MC 119789 (Sub-No. 385), filed 
November 1, 1977. Applicant: CARA¬ 
VAN REFRIGERATED CARGO. 
INC., P.O. Box 6188, Dallas, Tex. 
75222. Applicant’s representative: 
James K. Newbold. Jr.. P.O. Box 6188, 
Dallas, Tex. Authority sought to oper¬ 


ate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle. over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Alcoholic beverages (except in 
bulk), from Hammondsport and West- 
field, N.Y. and Latrobe and Philadel¬ 
phia, Pa., to Gainesville, Jacksonville, 
and St. Augustine. Fla. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests that it be held at Gaines¬ 
ville or Jacksonville, Fla. 

No. MC 120257 (Sub-No. 40), filed 
October 31, 1977. Applicant: K. L. 
BREEDEN & SONS, INC., 401 Alamo 
Street, Terrell, Tex. 75160. Applicant’s 
representative: Bernard H. English, 
6270 Firth Road. Fort Worth. Tex. 
76116. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Steel pipe, steel valves and fittings , 
cast iron pipe and fittings, plastic 
pipe and fittings, and coal tar tape, 
from the plantsite and facilities of Co¬ 
lonial Pipe & Supply Co.. Louisville, 
Ky., to points in Alabama, Georgia. 
Florida, Louisiana, Mississippi, and 
Tennessee. 

* 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests that it be held at Bir¬ 
mingham, Ala., or Atlanta, Ga. 

No. MC 120427 (Sub-No. 8), filed Oc¬ 
tober 31. 1977. Applicant: WILLIAMS 
TRANSFER, INC., 2128 East Highway 
30. Grand Island, Nebr. 68801. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: John K. Walker 
(same address as applicant). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carri¬ 
er, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Grain storage, 
drying, and handling equipment; iron, 
steel, and aluminum articles, items 
used in the manufacture of grain stor¬ 
age, drying and handling equipment, 
between Assumption, Ill., and points in 
the United States (except Alaska and 
Hawaii). 

Note.— If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests that it be held at Lincoln 
or Omalia, Nebr., or Springfield, Ill. 

No. MC 120866 (Sub-No. 3), filed No¬ 
vember 1, 1977. Applicant: THE TIM- 
LAPH CORP. OF VIRGINIA. P.O. 
Box 3596, Richmond, Va. 23234. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Stan E. McCor¬ 
mick, suite 1301, 1600 Wilson Boule¬ 
vard. Arlington. Va. 22209. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carri¬ 
er, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Petroleum prod¬ 
ucts, from Wilmington, N.C. to Buena 
Vista, Hopewell. Elkton, Dublin, 
Orange, Bedford, Brookneal. and 
Richmond, Va. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests that it be held at Rich¬ 
mond. Va. 

No. MC 121142 (Sub-No. 17), filed 
October 26. 1977. Applicant: J&G EX¬ 
PRESS. INC., P.O. Box 1637, Jackson, 
Miss. 39201. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: James N. Clay. Ill, 2700 Sterick 
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Building, Memphis, Term. 38103. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier , by motor vehicle, over regular 
routes, transporting: General commod¬ 
ities (except household goods, com¬ 
modities in bulk. Classes A and B ex¬ 
plosives, and those requiring special 
equipment): Between Jackson and 
Canton, Miss., serving all intermediate 
points: Prom Jackson north over U.S. 
Highway 51 (and Interstate 55) to 
Canton and return over the same 
route serving all intermediate points 
and all points in Madison county as 
off-route points. 

Note.— If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests that it be held at Jack- 
son. Miss. 

No. MC 121335 (Sub-No. 2). filed Oc¬ 
tober 25, 1977. Applicant: FILM 

TRANSPORT CO. OP CAL., INC., 
1525 West 23 Street, Los Angeles. 
Calif. 90007. Applicant's representa¬ 
tive: R. Y. Schureman. 1545 Wilshire 
Boulevard, Los Angeles, Calif. 90017. 
Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier , by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: (A) 
General commodities (except classes A 
and B explosives, commodities of un¬ 
usual value, household goods as de¬ 
fined by the Commission, commodities 
in bulk, commodities requiring special 
equipment, and motor vehicles), be¬ 
tween Desert Hot Springs, Yucaipa. 
Joshua Tree, Yucca Valley, and 
Twenty-nine Palms, Calif., and those 
points in that part of California, on 
and within a boundary line beginning 
at the junction of California Highway 
1 and California Highway 27 at the 
shoreline of the Pacific Ocean, thence 
north along California Highway 27 to 
its junction with the northerly bound¬ 
ary of Los Angeles, thence northerly 
and easterly along the Los Angeles 
city limits to its junction with the An¬ 
geles National Forest boundary, 
thence easterly along the southern 
boundaries of the Angeles and San 
Bernardino National Forests bound¬ 
aries to the San Bemardino-Riverside 
counties boundary near Beaumont, 
thence easterly along said county 
boundary to California Highway 62, 
thence southerly along California 
Highway 62 to its junction with Inter¬ 
state Highway 10. thence easterly 
along Interstate Highway 10 to its 
junction with California Highway 111 
at or near Coachella, Calif., thence 
southerly along California Highway 
111 to its junction with California 
Highway 115 at or near Calipatria, 
Calif., thence south along California 
Highway 115 to its junction with In¬ 
terstate Highway 8 at or near Holt- 
ville, Calif., thence east along Inter¬ 
state Highway 8 to its junction with 
the California-Arizona State line, 
thence west along the Califomia-Ari- 
zona State line to its junction with the 
international boundary line between 


the United States and Mexico, thence 
west along the international boundary 
line between the United States and 
Mexico to the shoreline of the Pacific 
Ocean, thence northwesterly along the 
shoreline of the Pacific Ocean to the 
point of beginning; (B) transportation 
of motion picture film and film acces¬ 
sories, consisting of projecting ma¬ 
chinery parts, advertising matter, ad¬ 
vertising slides, light bulbs and electri¬ 
cal lighting effects , theater tickets , 
moving in connection with motion pic¬ 
ture film and as a part of the same 
shipment, between Los Angeles, Calif., 
on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in Arizona, on and south of a 
line beginning at the junction of Inter¬ 
state Highway 10 and the Arizona- 
Califomia State line, thence along In¬ 
terstate Highway 10 to junction U.S. 
Highway 60, thence over U.S. Highway 
60 to its junction with U.S. Highway 
70 at Globe, Ariz., thence over U.S. 
Highway 70 to its intersection with 
the Arizona-New Mexico State line. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests that it be held at either 
Phoenix, Ariz.. or Los Angeles. Calif. 

No. MC 121489 (Sub-No. 13). filed 
October 27, 1977. Applicant: NEBRAS- 
KA-IOWA XPRESS, INC., 3219 Ne¬ 
braska Avenue, Council Bluffs. Iowa 
51501. Applicant’s representative: Wil¬ 
liam S. Rosen. 630 Osborn Building, 
St. Paul, Minn. 55102. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carri¬ 
er, by motor vehicle, over regular 
routes, transporting: General commod¬ 
ities (except those of unusual value, 
classes A and B explosives, household 
goods as defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and those requir¬ 
ing special equipment): (1) Between 
Falls City, Nebr. and Atchison, Kans.. 
from Falls City over U.S. Highway 159 
to its junction with Kansas Highway 9 
at or near Monrovia, Kans.; thence 
over Kansas Highway 9 to its junction 
with U.S. Highway 73 at or near Lan¬ 
caster, Kans.; thence over U.S. High¬ 
way 73 to Atchison, and return over 
the same route, serving all intermedi¬ 
ate points and all off-route points in 
that part of Kansas on and east of 
Kansas Highway 63 and on and north 
of Kansas Highway 92; (2) between 
Falls City, Nebr. and Elwood, Kans., 
from Falls City over U.S. Highway 159 
to its junction with U.S. Highway 36; 
thence over U.S. Highway 36 to 
Elwood. and return over the same 
route, serving all intermediate points 
and all off-route points in that part of 
Kansas on and east of Kansas High¬ 
way 63 and on and north of Kansas 
Highway 92; (3) between Fails City, 
Nebr. and Leavenworth, Kans., from 
Falls City over U.S. Highway 159 to its 
junction with U.S. Highway 36, thence 
over U.S. Highway 36 to its junction 
with Kansas Highway 7; thence over 
Kansas Highway 7 to its junction with 


U.S. Highway 73; thence over U.S. 
Highway 73 to Leavenworth, and 
return over the same route, serving all 
intermediate points and all off-route 
points in that part of Kansas on and 
east of Kansas Highway 63 and on and 
north of Kansas Highway 92. 

Note.— Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests that it be held at Omaha, Nebr. 

No. MC 121526 (Sub-No. 4), filed Oc¬ 
tober 20, 1977. Applicant: AUTO 

FAST FREIGHT. INC., 194 West 
Benedict Street. San Bernardino, 
Calif. 92402. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: Fred H. Mackensen, 9454 Wil¬ 
shire Boulevard, suite 400, Beverly 
Hills, Calif. 90212. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans¬ 
porting: Greeting cards and envelopes, 
between Cerritos. Calif., and points in 
the Los Angeles commercial zone, on 
the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in Ventura and Santa Barbara 
Counties, Calif., restricted to traffic 
having a prior movement in interstate 
commerce. 

Note.— If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests that it be held at Los An¬ 
geles, Calif. 

No. MC 123048 (Sub-No. 375), filed 
October 26, 1977. Applicant: DIA¬ 

MOND TRANSPORTATION SYS¬ 
TEM, INC., 5021 21st Street, P.O. Box 
1557, Racine, Wis. 53401. Applicant's 
representative: Paul C. Gartzke, 121 
West Doty Street. Madison, Wis. 
53703. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier , by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: (1) 
Self-propelled vehicles, backhoes . 
cranes, and lift trucks; (2) attachments 
and accessories for (1) above; (3) parts 
for (1) and (2) above, from Tift 
County, Ga.. to points in the United 
States (except Alaska and Hawaii) and 
Ports of Entry on the United States/ 
Canada border. 

Note.— If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests that it be held at either 
Atlanta. Ga.. or Washington. D.C. 

No. MC 123407 (Sub-No. 406). filed 
October 13. 1977. Applicant: SAWYER 
TRANSPORT. INC., South Haven 
Square, U.S. Highway 6. Valparaiso, 
Ind. 46383. Applicant’s representative: 
H. E. Miller, Jr. (same address as ap¬ 
plicant). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: In- 
sultating materials (except in bulk), 
from the facilities of Fibreboard Corp. 
at or near Grambling, La., to points in 
the United States (except Hawaii). 

Note.— Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests that it be held at San Francisco. 
Calif. 

No. MC 123407 (Sub-No. 409), filed 
October 25, 1977. Applicant: SAWYER 
TRANSPORT, INC., South Haven 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 42, NO. 241—THURSDAY, DECEMBER 15, 1977 






63262 


NOTICES 


Square, U.S. Highway 6, Valparaiso, 
Ind. 46383. Applicant’s representative: 
H. E. Miller, Jr. (same address as ap¬ 
plicant). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier , by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: (1) 
Petroleum products in containers, 
from Kansas City, Kans., to points in 
Alabama, Arizona, Arkansas, Colorado. 
Delaware. Florida. Georgia, Idaho, Illi¬ 
nois, Indiana, Iowa, Kentucky. Louisi¬ 
ana, Maryland, Michigan, Minnesota, 
Mississippi, Missouri, Montana. Ne¬ 
braska. Nevada, New Jersey, New 
Mexico, North Carolina, North 
Dakota, Ohio, Oklahoma, Oregon, 
Pennsylvania, South Carolina. South 
Dakota. Tennessee, Texas, Utah, Vir¬ 
ginia, Washington, West Virginia, Wis¬ 
consin, Wyoming, and New Hamp¬ 
shire: and (2) empty containers for pe¬ 
troleum products and petroleum-based 
materials and supplies (except com¬ 
modities in bulk in tank vehicles), 
from the above-named destination 
points listed in Part (1) above to 
Kansas City, Kans. 

Note.— Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests that it be held at Washington. 
D.C., or Oklahoma City. Okla. 

No. MC 124003 (Sub-No. 2). filed Oc¬ 
tober 28. 1977. Applicant: DAYS 

MOVING & STORAGE. INC., P.O. 
Box 754. Elkhart, Ind. 46514. Appli¬ 
cant's representative: Alki E. Scopeli- 
tis. 815 Merchants Bank Building, In¬ 
dianapolis. Ind. 46204. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carri¬ 
er, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Materials , equip¬ 
ment, supplies, fixtures, and appli¬ 
ances used in the manufacture, assem¬ 
bly. and furnishing of manufactured 
housing and recreational vehicles, 
from the facilities of Days Moving & 
Storage. Inc., at Elkhart, Ind., to St. 
Joseph and Cass Counties, Mich. 

Note.— If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests that it be held at either 
Chicago. Ill., or Indianapolis, Ind. 

No. MC 124078 (Sub-No. 757). filed 
October 28. 1977. Applicant: 

SCHWERMAN TRUCKING CO. (a 
corporation). 611 South 28th Street, 
Milwaukee, Wis. 53215. Applicant’s 
representative: Richard H. Prevette, 
P.O. Box 1601, Milwaukee, Wis. 53201. 
Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier , by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Pe¬ 
troleum products, in bulk from Nash¬ 
ville, Tenn., to points in Dubois, 
Gibson, Pike, Posey, Spencer. Vander¬ 
burgh, and Warrick Counties, Ind. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests that it be held at Indian¬ 
apolis. Ind. Common control may be in¬ 
volved. 

No. MC 124174 (Sub-No. 110) 
(Amendment), filed September 23, 
1977, published in the Federal Regis¬ 


ter issue of November 17, 1977, and re¬ 
published. as amended, this issue. Ap¬ 
plicant: MOMSEN TRUCKING CO., a 
corporation, P.O. Box 37490, Omaha. 
Nebr. 68137. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: Marshall D. Becker, 530 Univac 
Building, 7100 West Center Road, 
Omaha, Nebr. 68106. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier , by 
motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: (1) Building, construc¬ 
tion , manufacturing, divider, floor, 
roof or wall panels, and sections, and 
related accessories and materials used 
in the erection or installation thereof 
(except commodities in bulk), from 
Manchester, N.H., to points in the 
United States (including Alaska, but 
excluding Hawaii); and (2) equipment, 
materials, and supplies used in the 
manufacture of the commodities in (1) 
above, from points in the United 
States (including Alaska, but exclud¬ 
ing Hawaii), to Manchester, N.H. 

Note.— Common control may be involved. 
Applicant holds motor contract carrier au¬ 
thority in No. MC 128342, therefore, dual 
operations may be involved. The purpose of 
this amendment is to delete reference to a 
plantsite. If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests It be held at Washington, 
D.C. or Boston, Mass. 

No. MC 124211 (Sub-No. 310). filed 
November 1, 1977. Applicant: HILT 
TRUCK LINE, INC., P.O. Box 988, 
D.T.S., Omaha, Nebr. 68101. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Thomas L. Hilt 
(same address as applicant). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carri¬ 
er, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: (1) Zinc oxide, 
from Montgomery County, Ill., and 
Franklfn County, Ohio, to points in 
Alabama, Florida. Georgia, Indiana, 
Kansas. Kentucky, Mississippi, Mis¬ 
souri, Nebraska, North Carolina, Okla¬ 
homa, South Carolina, Tennessee, 
Texas. Virginia, and West Virginia; 
and, (2) materials, equipment, and 
supplies used in the production or 
manufacture of zinc oxide, from points 
in the destination territory specified 
in "(1)” above, to points in Montgom¬ 
ery County, Ill., and Franklin County, 
Ohio. 

Note.— Common control may be involved. 
Applicant states that if oral hearing is 
deemed necessary it requests it be held at 
St. Louis, Mo., or Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 124511 (Sub-No. 40). filed 
October 25. 1977. Applicant: JOHN F. 
OLIVER. P.O. Box 223, Mexico, Mo. 
65265. Applicant’s representative: 
James V. Angel (same address as appli¬ 
cant). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Steel articles, from points in the St. 
Louis, Mo.-East St. Louis, Ill., commer¬ 
cial zone, to the facilities of Bull 
Moose Tube Co., a subsidiary of Na¬ 
tional Steel Corp., at Gerald, Mo. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at St. Louis, 
Mo., or Washington, D.C. 


No. MC 124692 (Sub-No. 182), filed 
October 31. 1977. Applicant: SAM¬ 
MONS TRUCKING, a corporation, 
P.O. Box 4347, Missoula, Mont. 59806. 
Applicant’s representative: J. David 
Douglas (same address as applicant). 
Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Building and roofing slabs, tile, and 
panels from Cornell, Wis., to points in 
Colorado, North Dakota, ^ South 
Dakota, and Wyoming. 

Note.— Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Minneapolis. Minn. 

No. MC 124692 (Sub-No. 183), filed 
October 31, 1977. Applicant: SAM¬ 
MONS TRUCKING, (a corporation), 
P.O. Box 4347, Missoula, Mont. 59806. 
Applicant’s representative: J. David 
Douglas (same address as applicant). 
Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Iron and steel, iron and steel articles, 
from Willmer. Minn., to points in 
North Dakota, South Dakota, Wyo¬ 
ming, and Montana. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests that it be held at 
Minneapolis. Minn. 

No. MC 124692 (Sub-No. 184), filed 
October 31, 1977. Applicant: SAM¬ 
MONS TRUCKING (a corporation), 
P.O. Box 4347, Missoula, Mont. 59806. 
Applicant’s representative: J. David 
Douglas (same address as applicant). 
Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Bentonite and bentonite products, 
from the plantsite of Dresser Indus¬ 
tries, Inc., located in Big Horn County, 
Wyo., to points in Arizona, California, 
and New Mexico. 

Note.— Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Houston. Tex. 

No. MC 124896 (Sub-No. 34), filed 
October 27, 1977. Applicant: WIL¬ 
LIAMSON TRUCK LINES, INC., P.O. 
Box 3485, Wilson. N.C. 27893. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Jack H. Blan- 
shan, suite 200, 205 West Touhy 
Avenue, Park Ridge, Ill. 60068. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregu¬ 
lar routes, transporting: Candy, con¬ 
fectionery, confectionery products, des¬ 
sert preparations and coin operated 
vending machines and stands, in vehi¬ 
cles equipped with mechanical refrig¬ 
eration (except in bulk), from the fa¬ 
cilities of Leaf Confectionery, Inc., at 
Chicago, Ill., to points in Florida, 
Georgia, North Carolina, South Caro¬ 
lina, Tennessee, Virginia, and West 
Virginia, restricted to traffic originat¬ 
ing at the named origin and destined 
to the named destinations. 

Note.— If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Chicago. Ill. 
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No. MC 124947 (Sub-No. 81). filed 
October 28, 1977. Applicant: MACHIN¬ 
ERY TRANSPORTS. INC., P.O. Box 
271049, Dallas, Tex. 75227. Applicant’s 
representative: David J. Lister, 1945 
South Redwood Road, Salt Lake City, 
Utah 84104. Authority sought to oper¬ 
ate as a common carrier , by motor ve¬ 
hicle. over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Air compressors, rotary drills, and 
component parts, between Franklin, 
Pa., on the one hand, and. on the 
other, points in the United States (in¬ 
cluding Alaska, but excluding Hawaii). 
Restricted to shipments originating at 
or destined to the plantsites and ship¬ 
ping facilities of Chicago Pneumatic 
Tool Co. 

Note.— Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests that it be held at Washington, 
D.C., or Pittsburgh. Pa. 

No. MC 124947 (Sub-No. 82). filed 
October 28, 1977. Applicant: MACHIN¬ 
ERY TRANSPORTS, INC., P.O. Box 
271049. Dallas, Tex. 75227. Applicant’s 
representative: David J. Lister. 1945 
South Redwood Road, Salt Lake City, 
Utah 84104. Authority sought to oper¬ 
ate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Underground mine machinery and 
machine parts, between Franklin, Pa., 
on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in the United States, (including 
Alaska, excluding Hawaii), restricted 
to shipments originating at or destined 
to the plantsites and shipping facili¬ 
ties of Chicago Pneumatic Tool Co. 

Note.— Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests that it be held at Washington, 
D.C., or Pittsburgh, Pa. 

No. MC 124947 (Sub-No. 83), filed 
October 31. 1977. Applicant: MACHIN¬ 
ERY TRANSPORTS. INC., P.O. Box 
271049, Dallas, Tex. 75227. Applicant's 
representative: David J. Lister, 1945 
South Redwood Road. Salt Lake City, 
Utah 84104. Authority sought to oper¬ 
ate as.a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Iron and steel articles (except 
commodities in bulk), from Chicago, 
Ill., and points in its commercial zone, 
to points in Iowa. 

Note.— Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests that it be held at either Salt Lake 
City, Utah, or Chicago, Ill. 

No. MC 125433 (Sub-No. 128), filed 
October 31, 1977. Applicant: F-B 

TRUCK LINE CO. (a corporation), 
1945 South Redwood Road, Salt Lake 
City. Utah 84104. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: David J. Lister, 1945 South 
Redwood Road, Salt Lake City, Utah 
84104. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Construction equipment, materials , 
and supplies, including self-propelled 


vehicles (except in bulk), between Sac¬ 
ramento, Calif., and its commercial 
zone, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in the United States (ex¬ 
cluding Alaska and Hawaii). Restricted 
to shipments originating at or destined 
to the plantsites and shipping facili¬ 
ties of Wismer & Becker Contracting 
Engineers. 

Note.— Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests that it be held at San Francisco, 
Calif., or Salt Lake City. Utah. 

No. MC 125433 (Sub-No. 129), filed 
October 31, 1977. Applicant: F-B 

TRUCK LINE CO., a corporation, 
1945 South Redwood Road, Salt Lake 
City, Utah 84104. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: David J. Lister, 1945 South 
Redwood Road, Salt Lake City, Utah 
84104. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
aluminum pipe, pipe fittings, plastic 
pipe, and plastic pipe fittings, (except 
in bulk), from York, Nebr., to points in 
Arizona, Arkansas, California. Colora¬ 
do, Idaho, Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, 
Kansas, Michigan, Minnesota, Missou¬ 
ri. Montana, Nevada, New Mexico, 
North Dakota. Oklahoma, Oregon, 
South Dakota, Texas. Utah, Washing¬ 
ton, Wisconsin, and Wyoming. 

Note.— Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests that it be held at Salt Lake City. 
Utah, or Omaha. Nebr. 

No. MC 125504 (Sub-No. 1). filed No¬ 
vember 1, 1977. Applicant: JOHN J. 
BUURSMA, d.b.a. BUURSMA 
TRUCKING. 141 West Montana, De¬ 
troit, Mich. 48203. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: John M. Veale, 32d Floor, 
100 Renaissance Center, Detroit, 
Mich. 48243. Authority sought to oper¬ 
ate as a contract carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: newspapers, magazines and books, 
from Detroit, Mich., to Ann Arbor, 
Battle Creek, Grand Rapids, Jackson, 
Kalamazoo, and Lansing, Mich., under 
a continuing contract or contracts 
with Hearst Magazine Division, Hearst 
Corp., located at New York. N.Y. 

Note.— If a hearing is deemed necessary 
applicant requests that it be held at Detroit, 
Mich., or Chicago. IU. 

No. MC 125777 (Sub-No. 200), filed 
October 28. 1977. Applicant: JACK 
GRAY TRANSPORT. INC., 4600 East 
15th Avenue, Gary, Ind. 46403. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Edward G. Baze- 
lon, 39 South LaSalle Street, Chicago, 
Ill. 60603. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting. 
Mica, between points in Arizona, on 
the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in California. 

Note.— If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests that it be held at Phoe¬ 
nix, Ariz. 


No. MC 126276 (Sub-No. 186), filed 
October 26, 1977. Applicant: FAST 
MOTOR SERVICE. INC., 9100 Plain- 
field Road. Brookfield, HI. 60513. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Albert A. 
Andrin, suite 3520, 180 North LaSalle 
Street, Chicago, Ill. 60601. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carri¬ 
er, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Metal Containers 
and metal container ends, (1) from 
Millis, Mass., to points in Minnesota; 
and (2) from Danbury. Conn., to 
points in Oklahoma, Minnesota, 
Kansas, and Texas, under continuing 
contract, or contracts in (1) and (2) 
above with National Can Corp. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests that it be held at Chica¬ 
go. Ill. 

No. MC 127187 (Sub-No. 29). filed 
October 18, 1977. Applicant: FLOYD 
DUENOW, INC., 1728 Industrial Park 
Blvd., Fergus Falls, Minn. 56537. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Greg C. John¬ 
son. 1728 Industrial Park Blvd., Fergus 
Falls, Minn. 56537. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by 
motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: animal and poultry 
feeds, and animal and poultry feed in¬ 
gredients, from Culbertson, Mont., to 
points in Colorado, Illinois, Indiana. 
Iowa, Kansas, Minnesota, Missouri, 
Nebraska, North Dakota, South 
Dakota, Wisconsin, and Wyoming. 

Note.— If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests that it be held at either 
Fargo. N. Dak.; or Minneapolis or St. Paul. 
Minn. 

No. MC 127625 (Sub-No. 26). filed 
October 28, 1977. Applicant: SANTEE 
CEMENT CARRIERS, INC., P.O. Box 
638, Holly Hill. S.C. 29059. Applicant’s 
representative: Frank B. Hand. Jr., 
P.O, Drawer C, Berryville, Va. 22611. 
Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: (1) 
Lumber, (2) Plywood, and (3) Building 
and Construction Board produced 
from wood and/or wood residuals, 
from points in South Carolina to 
points in Alabama, Georgia, Indiana, 
Kentucky, Maryland, North Carolina, 
Ohio. Pennsylvania. Tennessee, Vir¬ 
ginia, and West Virginia. 

Note.— Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant requests it be held at Columbia, S.C. 

No. MC 127811 (Sub-No. 12). filed 
October 27, 1977. Applicant: BRYN- 
WOOD TRANSFER. INC., 175-8th 
Avenue SW., New Brighton, Minn. 
55112. Applicant’s representative: 
Robert P. Sack, P.O. Box 6010, West 
St. Paul. Minn. 55118. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carri¬ 
er, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: bulk storage 
tanks and smoke stacks, which, be¬ 
cause of unusual size or weight, re- 
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quire special handling and use of spe¬ 
cial equipment from Minneapolis, 
Minn., to points in Nebraska, Illinois. 
Indiana, Michigan (lower Peninsula), 
Ohio. Kansas, and Missouri, restricted 
to traffic originating at the plantsite 
of Brown-Minneapolis Tank & Fabri¬ 
cating Co., at Minneapolis, Minn., and 
destined to the named destined states. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant request it be held at Minneapolis, 
Minn. 

No. MC 128279 (Sub-No. 29). filed 
October 31, 1977. Applicant: ARROW 
FREIGHTWAYS, INC., 150 Wood¬ 
ward Road SE.. P.O. Box 25125, Albu¬ 
querque, N. Mex. 87125. Applicant's 
representative: Olif Q. Boyd, 150 
Woodward Road SE., P.O. Box 25125, 
Albuquerque, N. Mex. 87125. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a common 
carrier , by motor vehicle, over irregu¬ 
lar routes, transporting: lumber, 
lumber products and wood products, 
between points in Arizona, Colorado, 
New Mexico, and El Paso County, Tex. 

Note.— If the application is assigned for 
oral hearing, applicant prefers the hearing 
to be held at Albuquerque, N. Mex. 

No. MC 128475 (Sub-No. 2), filed Oc¬ 
tober 12, 1977. Applicant: GENERAL 
OVERLAND AUTO TRANSPORT, a 
Corporation, 73 Benicia Industrial 
Park, Benicia, Calif. 94510. Applicant’s 
representative: Michael J. Stecher, 256 
Montgomery Street, San Francisco, 
Calif. 94104. Authority sought to oper¬ 
ate as a contract carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing new automobiles and trucks in sec¬ 
ondary movement, between Benicia, 
Calif., on the one hand, and on the 
other, Carson City, Carlin, and Reno, 
Nev., under a continuing contract or 
contracts with Nissan Motor Corp. in 
U.S.A. 

Note.—I f a hearing is neemed necessary, 
applicant requests that it be held at either 
San Francisco. Calif., or Reno, Nev. 

No. MC 128878 (Sub-No. 41), filed 
October 30, 1977. Applicant: SERVICE 
TRUCK LINE, INC., P.O. Box 3904, 
Shreveport, La. 71103. Applicant's rep¬ 
resentative: C. Wade Shemwell (same 
address as applicant). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carri¬ 
er, by motor vehicle, over irrregular 
routes, transporting: (1) Anhydrous 
ammonia, in bulk, in tank vehicle, 
from the plantsite of Farmland Indus¬ 
tries, Inc., located at or near Farmland 
(near Pollock), La., to points in Texas 
east of U.S. Highway 281; and (2) fer¬ 
tilizer and fertilizer materials , in con¬ 
tainers, from Opelousas, La., to points 
in Austin, Brazoria, Chambers, Fort 
Bend, Galveston, Harris, Liberty, 
Montgomery, and Waller Counties. 
Tex. 

Note/— If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests that it be held at Shreve¬ 
port or New Orleans, La., or Houston. Tex. 


No. MC 129387 (Sub-No. 43), filed 
October 31, 1977. Applicant: PAYNE 
TRANSPORTATION. INC., P.O. Box 
1271, Huron, S. Dak. 57350. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Scott E. Daniel, 
P.O. Box 82028. Lincoln. Nebr. 68501. 
Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Candy and confectionaries, and relat¬ 
ed advertising and display items, (1) 
from the facilities of E. J. Brach & 
Sons, Inc. located at Chicago. Sullivan, 
and Carol Stream, Ill., and Davenport, 
Iowa to points in Washington, Oregon, 
California, Idaho, Nevada, Arizona, 
Utah, Montana, Wyoming, and New 
Mexico; and (2) from the facilities of 
E. J. Brach & Sons. Inc., located at or 
near Reno, Nev., to points in Washing¬ 
ton, Oregon, California, Utah, Mon¬ 
tana, Idaho, and Arizona. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests that it be held at Chica¬ 
go, Ill. 

No. MC 133330 (Sub-No. 11). filed 
October 27. 1977. Applicant: HALVOR 
LINES, INC., P.O. Box 6227, Duluth, 
Minn. 55806. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive; Andrew R. Clark, 1000 First Na¬ 
tional Bank Bldg., Minneapolis, Minn. 
55402. Authority sought to operate as 
a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
snowmobiles, sportswear, parts, sup¬ 
plies and accessories for snowmobiles 
from Duluth. Minn., and points on the 
International Boundary line between 
the United States and Canada at 
Champlain. N.Y., to points in New 
York, Pennsylvania, Maryland, Virgin¬ 
ia, Delaware, New Jersey, Connecticut. 
Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Ver¬ 
mont, New Hampshire, Maine, and the 
District of Columbia, under a continu¬ 
ing contract or contracts with Bom¬ 
bardier Corp., and Bombardier, Ltd. 

Note.— If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests that it be held at Duluth, 
Minn., or Minneapolis. Minn. Traffic origi¬ 
nating from Champlain, N.Y., will also be 
moving in foreign commerce. 

No. MC 134224 (Sub-No. 11). filed 
October 28, 1977. Applicant: HAUSER 
TRUCKING CORP., Box 241, Cobles- 
kill, N.Y. 12043. Applicant’s represen¬ 
tative: Neil D. Breslin, 99 Washington 
Avenue, Suite 1111, Albany, N.Y. 
12210. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, in the transpor¬ 
tation of shale aggregate from Cohoes, 
N.Y., to the ports of entry on the In¬ 
ternational Boundary Line between 
the United States and Canada located 
in New York. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests that it be held at Albany. 
N.Y. 

No. MC 134286 (Sub-No. 34), filed 
October 24, 1977. Applicant: ILLINI 
EXPRESS, INC., P.O. Box 1564, Sioux 


City, Iowa 51102. Applicant’s represen¬ 
tative: Charles J. Kimball, 350 Capitol 
Life Center. 1600 Sherman Street, 
Denver, Colo. 80203. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by 
motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: (1) Foodstuffs; (2) Phar¬ 
maceutical materials, supplies, and 
products; (3) Chemicals; (4) Alcoholic 
beverages; (5) Tobacco products; (6) 
Petfoods; (7) Such commodities as are 
dealt in by distribution or consolida¬ 
tion warehouses for the commodities 
described in (1), (2), (3), (4), (5) and 
(6); (8) exempt commodities when 
moving with regulated commodities: 
(A) From Denver. Colo., to points in 
the United States in and west of Min¬ 
nesota. Iowa, Missouri, Arkansas, and 
Louisiana (except Alaska and Hawaii); 
and (B) from points in the United 
States in and west of Minnesota, Iowa, 
Missouri, Arkansas, and Louisiana 
(except Alaska and Hawaii) to Denver, 
Colo.; restricted against the transpor¬ 
tation of commodities in bulk. 

Note.— If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests that it be held at Denver. 
Colo. 

Applicant seeks authority to tack 
parts A and B at Denver, Colo. 

No. MC 134574 (Sub-No. 22), filed 
October 27, 1977. Applicant; FIGOL 
DISTRIBUTORS LIMITED, 11233 
156th Street. Edmonton, Alberta T5M 
1Y2 Canada. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: Ray F. Koby, 314 Montana Build¬ 
ing, Great Falls, Mont. 59401. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregu¬ 
lar routes, transporting: Meats, meat 
products , meat byproducts, and arti¬ 
cles distributed by meat packing¬ 
houses as described in Section A and C 
of Appendix I to the report in Descrip¬ 
tion in Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 
M.C.C. 209 and 766 (except hides and 
commodities in bulk), from the plant- 
site of Columbia Foods, Inc., at or near 
Wallula, Wash., to (a) points in Cali¬ 
fornia, Nevada, and Montana; (b) ports 
of entry on the International Bound¬ 
ary between the United States and 
Canada located at points in Washing¬ 
ton, Idaho, Montana, North Dakota 
(Part b restricted to traffic destined to 
points in Canada). 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held in Sioux 
City. Iowa, or Sioux Falls, S. Dak. 

No. MC 134755 (Sub-No. 119), filed 
October 31, 1977. Applicant: 

CHARTER EXPRESS. INC., P.O. Box 
3772. Springfield, Mo. 65804. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Larry D. Knox, 
600 Hubbell Building, Des Moines, 
Iowa 50309. Authority sought to oper¬ 
ate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle. over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Frozen prepared foods, from Jack¬ 
sonville. Ill., to points in Maine, New 
Hampshire. Vermont, Rhode Island, 
Connecticut, New York, New Jersey. 
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Pennsylvania, Virginia, Maryland, 
Delaware. Massachusetts. West Virgin¬ 
ia. and the District of Columbia. 

Note.— Applicant holds contract carrier 
authority in MC 138398 (Sub-No. 1) and 
other subs, therefore dual operations may 
be involved. Common control may also be 
involved. If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests that it be held at 
either Kansas City. Mo. or Dallas. Tex. 

No. MC 134755 (Sub-No. 120). filed 
October 31, 1977. Applicant: 

CHARTER EXPRESS. INC.. P.O. Box 
3772. Springfield. Mo. 65804. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Larry D. Knox, 
600 Hubbell Building, Des Moines, 
Iowa 50309. Authority sought to oper¬ 
ate as a common carrier , by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Canned goods, (except frozen and 
bulk), (1) from the plantsite of the 
Joan of Arc facilities at or near Hoo- 
peston and Princeville, Ill. and May- 
ville, Wis., to points in Arkansas, 
Texas, Oklahoma. Colorado. Kansas. 
Nebraska. Missouri, Pennsylvania. 
New York. New Jersey. Maryland. 
Connecticut, Rhode Island, Massachu¬ 
setts, Vermont, New' Hampshire, 
Maine, Tennessee, Ohio, West Virgin¬ 
ia. Illinois. Mississippi, Louisiana, Ala¬ 
bama, Georgia. South Carolina, and 
Virginia: and (2) between Hoopeston 
and Princeville, Ill. and points in Lou¬ 
isiana. 

Note.— Applicant holds motor contract 
carrier authority in MC 138398 and sub 
numbers thereunder, therefore, dual oper 
atlons may be involved. Common control 
may also be involved. If a hearing is deemed 
necessary, applicant requests that It be held 
at either St. Louis. Mo., or Chicago, Ill. 

No. MC 134922 (Sub-No. 243), filed 
October 13, 1977. Applicant: B. J. 
McADAMS, INC.. Route 6, Box 15, 
North Little Rock, Ark. 72118. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Bob McAdams 
(same address as applicant). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carri¬ 
er by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Such merchan¬ 
dise as is sold and used by wholesale, 
retail and discount stores (except food¬ 
stuffs. alcoholic, and malt beverages, 
commodities in bulk, and those which, 
because of size or weight, require the 
use of special equipment) between 
Wooster, Ohio on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in the United 
States in and west of North Dakota, 
South Dakota, Nebraska, Kansas. 
Oklahoma, and Texas (except Alaska 
and Hawaii). 

Note.— Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests that it be held in Columbus. Ohio, 
or Little Rock, Ark. 

No. MC 134978 (Sub-No. 14), filed 
October 26, 1977. Applicant: C. P. 
BELUE, d.b.a. BELUE'S TRUCKING, 
route 2, Chesnee. S.C. 29323. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Mitchell King, 
Jr., P.O. Box 1628, Greenville, S.C. 


29602. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Lime and limestone products, from 
points in Scott County, Va. to points 
in Alabama, Georgia, Kentucky, North 
Carolina. South Carolina. Tennessee. 
Virginia, and West Virginia. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests that it be held at Char¬ 
lotte. N.C. 

No. MC 135007 (Sub-No. 60). filed 
October 28, 1977. Applicant: AMERI¬ 
CAN TRANSPORT, INC., 7850 P 
Street. Omaha. Nebr. 68127. Appli¬ 
cants representative: Arthur J. Cerra, 
2100 TenMain Center, P.O. Box 19251, 
Kansas City. Mo. 64141. Authority is 
sought to operate as a contract carrier 
by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Meats, meat 
products, meat byproducts, and arti¬ 
cles distributed by meat packing¬ 
houses as described in sections A and 
C of Appendix I to the report in De¬ 
scriptions in Motor Carrier Certifi¬ 
cates. 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766, (except 
hides and commodities in bulk), from 
the plantsite and/or storage facilities 
utilized by Columbia Foods, Inc., in 
Walla Walla County, Wash., to points 
in Arizona. California, Illinois, Iowa, 
Kansas. Minnesota, Missouri, Nebras¬ 
ka, Nevada, Oregon, and Wisconsin, 
under a continuing contract or con¬ 
tracts with Columbia Foods, Inc., a 
subsidiary of Iowa Beef Processors. 
Inc., Dakota City. Nebr. 

Note.— If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests that It be held at Sioux 
City, Iowa. 

No. MC 136005 (Sub-No. 4). filed Oc¬ 
tober 26, 1977. Applicant: JACK D. 
WHATLEY AND ROBERT T. CAL¬ 
HOUN cLb.a. MAGIC VALLEY RE¬ 
FRIGERATED EXPRESS (a partner¬ 
ship), 1400 Whitewing. P.O. Box 
21011, McAllen. Tex. 78501. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: M. Ward Bailey, 
2412 Continental Life Building, Fort 
Worth, Tex. 76102. Authority sought 
to operate as a contract carrier; by 
motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: (1) Canned citrus juice 
from the facilities of Texas Citrus Ex¬ 
change at Harlingen and Mission, 
Tex., to points in New Mexico. Arizo¬ 
na, California, Indiana, and Michigan 
and to the ports of entry on the Inter¬ 
national boundary line between the 
United States and Canada, located at 
Detroit, Mich., Pembina and Portal, N. 
Dak., for furtherance into the Canadi¬ 
an provinces of Saskatchewan, Mani¬ 
toba, and Ontario; (2) frozen concen¬ 
trated citrus products in containers in 
mixed loads with canned citrus juice 
from the facilities of Texas Citrus Ex¬ 
change at Harlingen and Mission, Tex. 
and from the storage facilities of 
Texas Citrus Exchange at Brownsville 
and McAllen. Tex., to points in Okla¬ 
homa, Arkansas, Missouri. Kansas. Il¬ 


linois. Nebraska. Iowa. South Dakota, 
Minnesota, Wisconsin. North Dakota, 
Colorado, New Mexico. Arizona, Cali¬ 
fornia, Indiana, and Michigan and to 
the ports of entry on the International 
boundary line between the United 
States and Canada, located at Detroit, 
Mich., Pembina and Portal, N. Dak., 
for furtherance into the Canadian 
provinces of Saskatchewan, Manitoba, 
and Ontario: (1) and (2) above are 
under a continuing contract or con¬ 
tracts with Texas Citrus Exchange. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed neepssary, 
the applicant requests it be held at Dallas 
or San Antonio, Tex. 

No. MC 136786 (Sub-No. 123), filed 
October 17. 1977. Applicant: ROBCO 
TRANSPORTATION. INC.. 4333 Park 
Avenue. Des Moines, Iowa 50321. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Stanley C. 
Olsen, Jr.. 7525 Mitchell Road, Eden 
Prairie, Minn. 55344. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by 
motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Meat, meat products, 
meat byproducts, and articles distrib¬ 
uted by meat packinghouses as de¬ 
scribed in Sections A, B, and C of Ap¬ 
pendix I to the report in Descriptions 
in Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 MCC 
209 and 766 (except hides and com¬ 
modities in bulk), in vehicles equipped 
with mechanical refrigeration, from 
the plantsites and storage facilities 
utilized by John Morrell & Co. at or 
near Estherville. Humboldt, and Sioux 
City, Iowa and Sioux Falls. S. Dak., to 
points in Connecticut. Delaware, 
Maine, Maryland. Massachusetts, New 
Hampshire. New Jersey, New York, 
North Carolina. Pennsylvania, Rhode 
Island, South Carolina, Virginia, Ver¬ 
mont. West Virginia, and the District 
of Columbia. Restricted to traffic 
originating at the above named origins 
and destined to points in the named 
destination States. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at Minne¬ 
apolis. Minn. 

No. MC 136786 (Sub-No. 126), filed 
October 31, 1977. Applicant: ROBCO 
TRANSPORTATION, INC., 4333 Park 
Avenue, Des Moines, Iowa 50321. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Stanley C. 
Olsen, Jr., 7525 Mitchell Road. Eden 
Prairie. Minn. 55344. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by 
motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Printed matter from 
Strasburg, Va. to points in Arizona. 
Arkansas. California, Colorado, Idaho, 
Iowa, Kansas, Louisiana, Minnesota, 
Missouri. Montana. Nebraska. Nevada. 
New Mexico. North Dakota, Oklaho¬ 
ma. Oregon. South Dakota, Texas. 
Utah, Washington, and Wyoming. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at Minne¬ 
apolis, Minn. 

No. NC 138157 (Sub-No. 48), filed 
October 28, 1977. Applicant’s name: 
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SOUTHWEST EQUIPMENT 

RENTAL, INC., d.b.a. SOUTHWEST 
MOTOR FREIGHT, 2931 South 
Market Street, Chattanooga. Term. 
37410. Applicant’s representative: Pat¬ 
rick E. Quinn, P.O. Box 9596, Chatta¬ 
nooga, Term. 37412. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier , by 
motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: (1) Insulation from 
Greenville, Miss, to Huntsville, Ala.; 
(2) materials, equipment and supplies 
used in the manufacture, production, 
and distribution of insulation, from 
Gonzales, Tex.; New Orleans, La., and 
Memphis, Tenn., to Greenville, Miss. 
Restricted to traffic originating at or 
destined to the facilities of Delta Insu¬ 
lation at or near Greenville, Miss. 

Note.— Applicant holds contract carrier 
authority in MC 134150 and subs thereun¬ 
der, therefore, dual operations may be in¬ 
volved. Common control may also be in¬ 
volved. If a hearing is deemed necessary, ap¬ 
plicant requests it be held at Atlanta, Ga. 

No. MC 138882 (Sub-No. 25), filed 
October 31. 1977. Applicant: WILEY 
SANDERS. INC., P.O. Box 621, Troy, 
Ala. 36081. Applicant’s representative: 
George A. Olsen, 69 Tonnele Avenue, 
Jersey City, N.J. 07306. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carri¬ 
er, over irregular routes transporting: 
Foodstuffs , not frozen, in containers, 
from the plantsite of Doxsee Foods at 
or near Brundidge, Ala. to points in 
the States of Texas, Oklahoma, Ar¬ 
kansas, Tennessee, Mississippi, and 
Florida. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests It be held at Birmingham 
or Montgomery. Ala. 

No. MC 138890 (Sub-No. 5). filed Oc¬ 
tober 27, 1977. Applicant: MOODIE, 
INC./ 301 Acorn Street, Stevens Point, 
Wis. 54481. Applicant’s representative: 
Wayne W. Wilson, P.O. Box 8004, 
Madison, Wis. 53708. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier , by 
motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: (1) Frozen foodstuffs 
(except commodities in bulk, in tank 
vehicles), and (2) frozen meats and 
meat by-products, unfit for human 
consumption (except commodities in 
bulk, in tank vehicles) from the facili¬ 
ties of Wiscold, Inc., at or near Beaver 
Dam and Milwaukee, Wis.. to points in 
Kentucky. Georgia, North Carolina, 
South Carolina, Tennessee. Virginia, 
and West Virginia. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Beaver Dam 
or Milwaukee, Wis. 

No. MC 139193 (Sub-No. 68). filed 
October 31, 1977. Applicant: ROB¬ 
ERTS & OAKE. INC., P.O. Box 1356, 
Sioux Falls, S. Dak. 57101. Applicant’s 
representative: Robert P. Sack, P.O. 
Box 6010, West St. Paul, Minn. 55118. 
Authority sought to operate as a con¬ 
tract carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 


regular routes, transporting: Frozen 
foods (except fresh meats), from 
Omaha. Nebr. to points in North 
Dakota and South Dakota, under a 
continuing contract or contracts with 
Campbell Soup Co. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Minneapolis, 
Minn. 

No. MC 139495 (Sub-No. 277), filed 
October 31, 1977. Applicant: NATION¬ 
AL CARRIERS. INC., 1501 East 8th 
Street, P.O. Box 1358, Liberal, Kans. 
67901. Applicant’s representative; Her¬ 
bert Alan Dubin, 1320 Fenwick Lane, 
Suite 500, Silver Spring, Md. 20910. 
Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: (1) 
Components of fire prevention sys¬ 
tems, sprinkler systems and pipe fit¬ 
ting, pipe connectors, pipe hangers, 
castings, and valves, from Clito, Ga., 
to points in Alabama, Florida, Dela¬ 
ware, Georgia, Indiana, Maryland, 
New Jersey. North Carolina, Ohio, 
Pennsylvania, South Carolina, Tennes¬ 
see, Virginia, West Virginia, and the 
District of Columbia, and points in 
that part of New York south of New 
York Highway 7; and (2) materials 
and supplies used in the manufacture 
of commodities specified in (1) above, 
from the above-named destination 
points, to Clito, Ga. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Washington, 
D.C. 

No. MC 139858 (Sub-No. 17). filed 
October 31, 1977. Applicant: AMSTAN 
TRUCKING INC.. 1255 Corwin 
Avenue, Hamilton, Ohio 40515. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Chandler L. Van 
Orman, 704 Southern Building, Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20005. Authority sought 
to operate as a contract carrier, by 
motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Paper from Louisiana, 
Maryland, Michigan, New York, and 
Ohio to Philadelphia, Pa., under a 
continuing contract, or contracts, with 
Edward Stern Majestic Press, a subsid¬ 
iary of American Standard Inc., of 
New Brunswick, N.J. 

Note.— If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests that it be held at either 
Washington. D.C., Louisville, Ky.. or Cincin¬ 
nati, Ohio. 

No. MC 139923 (Sub-No. 36). filed 
October 31. 1977. Applicant: MILLER 
TRUCKING CO., INC., P.O. Drawer 
D, Stroud, Okla. 74079. Applicant’s 
representative: Jack H. Blanshan, 
suite 200, 205 West Touhy Avenue, 
Park Ridge, Ill. 60068. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carri¬ 
er, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Petroleum prod¬ 
ucts, in containers, from the facilities 
of Witco Chemical Corp., located at or 
near Bradford and Petrolia, Pa., to 
points in Arizona, California, Colora¬ 


do, Idaho. Montana, Nevada, New 
Mexico, Oregon. Utah, Washington, 
and Wyoming, restricted to traffic 
originating at the above named ori¬ 
gins. 

Note.— Applicant holds contract carrier 
authority in MC 139926 (Sub-No. 2), there¬ 
fore. dual operations may be involved. If a 
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant re¬ 
quests that it be held at either Pittsburgh, 
Pa., or Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 140024 (Sub-No. 80). filed 
October 27. 1977. Applicant: J. B. 
MONTGOMERY. INC., 5565 East 52d 
Avenue, Commerce City, Colo. 80022. 
Applicant’s representative: John F. 
DeCock (same address as applicant). 
Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: (1) 
Foodstuffs, except in bulk, from the 
plantsite of Geo. A. Hormel & Co., at 
or near Beloit, Wis., to Denver, Colo.; 
(2) foodstuffs, frozen, except in bulk, 
from Plover and Westfield, Wis. to 
Denver, Colo. 

Note.— Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests that it be held at Denver, Colo. 

No. MC 140024 (Sub-No. 81), filed 
October 31, 1977. Applicant: J. B. 
MONTGOMERY, INC., 5565 East 52d 
Avenue. Commerce City, Colo. 80022. 
Applicant’s representative: John F. 
DeCock (same address as applicant). 
Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Iron and steel articles, from the facili¬ 
ties of Nucor Steel Division of Nucor 
Corp.. at or near Norfolk, Nebr., to 
points in Alabama, Arkansas, Ken¬ 
tucky, Louisiana, Mississippi, New 
York, Pennsylvania, Tennessee, and 
West Virginia, restricted to traffic 
originating at the named origin and 
destined to the named destinations. 

Note.— Common control may be Involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests that it be held at Omaha, Nebr. 

No. MC 140581 (Sub-No. 13). filed 
October 31, 1977. Applicant: TOMMY 
HAGWOOD, d.b.a. HAGWOOD EN¬ 
TERPRISES. route 1, Box 222-A, 
Trafford, Ala. 35172. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: William P. Jackson, Jr., 
3426 North Washington Boulevard, 
P.O. Box 1267, Arlington. Va. 22210. 
Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting. 
Used motor vehicles, in truckaway ser¬ 
vice, between Sulphur Springs, Tex., 
on the one hand, and, on the other,* 
points in the United States (except 
Connecticut. Rhode Island, Massachu¬ 
setts, Vermont, New Hampshire, 
Maine. Alaska, and Hawaii), restricted 
against the transportation of trailers, 
semi-trailers, and trailer chassis (other 
than those designed to be drawn by 
passenger automobiles), in secondary 
movements, in truckaway service. 
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Note.— If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests that it be held at Dallas. 
Tex. 

No. MC 140581 (Sub-No. 14), filed 
October 31, 1977. Applicant: TOMMY 
HAGWOOD, d.b.a. HAGWOOD EN¬ 
TERPRISES. Route 1, Box 222-A, 
Trafford, Ala. 35172. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: William P. Jackson, Jr., 
3426 North Washington Boulevard, 
P.O. Box 1267, Arlington, Va. 22210. 
Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Auto¬ 
mobiles, in truckaway service, from St. 
Petersburg. Fla., and points in its com¬ 
mercial zone, to points in the United 
States (except Alaska and Hawaii). 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests that it be held at 
Tampa. Fla. 

No. MC 141426 (Sub-No. 11). filed 
October 27, 1977. Applicant: WHEA¬ 
TON CARTAGE CO., a Corporation, 
Millville, N.J. 08332. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: E. Stephen Heisley, 805 
McLachlen Bank Building. 666 Elev¬ 
enth Street NW., Washington, D.C. 
20001. Authority sought by applicant 
to operate in interstate or foreign 
commerce, as a contract carrier\ by 
motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Glass, metal, plastic, 
paper, wax , clay, feldspar and wood 
articles and products, foodstuffs, anti¬ 
pollution and biochemical apparatus, 
products used in radiological research, 
organic chemistry kits, bottle coating 
systems, talc, feldspar, candles , pot¬ 
tery, chinaware, ceramics, gift items, 
molds and machinery, parts and acces¬ 
sories, for the above-described com¬ 
modities, and materials, equipment 
and supplies used in the coating pro¬ 
duction, distribution, assembly, fabri¬ 
cation, manufacture, or sale of the 
above-named commodities (except in 
bulk, in tank vehicles), between the 
plantsite of and facilities utilized by 
Wheaton Industries at or near Ven¬ 
tura, Calif., on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in the United States 
(except Alaska and Hawaii), under a 
continuing contract or contracts with 
Wheaton Industries, Inc., of Millville, 
N.J. 

Note.— If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Washington, 
D.C. 

No. MC 141804 (Sub-No. 82), filed 
October 6. 1977. Applicant: WEST¬ 
ERN EXPRESS. DIVISION OP IN¬ 
TERSTATE RENTAL, INC., P.O. Box 
442, Goodlettsville, Tenn. 37072. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Frederick J. 
Coffman, P.O. Box 422, Goodlettsville, 
Tenn. 37072. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans¬ 
porting: Water Heaters, Heating Fur¬ 
naces, Air Coolers, Air Conditioners, 
Condensing Units, Compressors, Elec¬ 
tric Motors, Parts, Equipment, Sup¬ 


plies, Plastic Containers, and Packag¬ 
ing Clips (except commodities in bulk 
and because of size or weight require 
special handling or equipment), from 
Chicago, HI., Montgomery and Green¬ 
ville, Ala., Indianapolis. Ind., Apex, 
N.C., Milledgeville, Ga.. and Ft. Smith. 
Ark., to points in California. Washing¬ 
ton, Oregon, Arizona, Nevada. Utah, 
Idaho, Montana. Colorado, New 
Mexico, and Wyoming, restricted to 
traffic originating at facilities utilized 
by Rheem Manufacturing Company. 

Note.— Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at NashviUe. Tenn.. or 
Chicago, Ill. 

No. MC 141811 (Sub-No. 4), filed Oc¬ 
tober 27, 1977. Applicant: SCHED¬ 
ULED TRANSPORT. INC., Suite 
2465, One Indiana Square. Indianapo¬ 
lis, Ind. 46204. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: Donald W. Smith, Suite. 2465, 
One Indiana Square, Indianapolis, Ind. 
46204. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, over irregular 
routes transporting com flour, com 
grits, and com meal, in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, from the plantsite of J. R. 
Short Milling Co., at or near Kanka¬ 
kee, Ill., to points in Indiana, Ken¬ 
tucky, Michigan, New York, Ohio, 
Pennsylvania, and Wisconsin. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Chicago. Ill. 

No. MC 141914 (Sub-No. 27), filed 
October 31, 1977. Applicant: FRANKS 
AND SON. INC., route 1. Box 108A, 
Big Cabin, Okla. 74332. Applicant’s 
representative: Kathrena J. Franks, 
route 1, Box 108A, Big Cabin, Okla. 
74332. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, in interstate 
commerce, transporting: Candies and 
confectionaries in temperature con¬ 
trolled vehicles from Salt Lake City, 
Utah, to points in Alabama, Arkansas, 
California, Florida, Georgia. Kansas. 
Mississippi, Missouri, North Carolina. 
Oregon, South Carolina, Tennessee, 
Texas, Oklahoma, and Washington. 

Note.— Applicant holds motor contract 
carrier authority in No. MC 140648 (Sub- 
Nos. 2 and 3). therefore, dual operations 
may be involved. If a hearing is deemed nec¬ 
essary, applicant requests that it be held at 
Salt Lake City, Utah. 

No. MC 141914 (Sub-No. 28), filed 
October 31, 1977. Applicant: FRANKS 
AND SON, INC., route 1. Box 108A, 
Big Cabin, Okla. 74332. Applicant's 
representative: Kathrena J. Franks, 
route 1, Box 108A, Big Cabin, Okla. 
74332. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, in 
interstate and foreign commerce, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Paint 
and paint materials, stains, varnishes, 
protective coating materials, athletic 
field surfacing materials and the com¬ 
ponent materials contained therein 


and advertising material related there¬ 
to, between the plantsite of California 
Products Corp., Cambridge. Mass., on 
the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in the United States (except 
Alaska and Hawaii). 

Note.— Applicant holds contract carrier 
authority in No. MC 140648 (Subs-Nos. 2 
and 3), therefore dual operations may be in¬ 
volved. If a hearing is deemed necessary, ap¬ 
plicant requests that it be held at Tulsa, 
Okla., or St. Louis, Mo. 

No. MC 142047 (Sub-No. 7), filed Oc¬ 
tober 31, 1977. Applicant: CHEYENNE 
TRUCK LEASING, INC., 6500 Jericho 
Turnpike, Commack, N.Y. 11725. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: A. Charles 
Tell. 100 East Broad Street. Columbus. 
Ohio 43215. Authority sought to oper¬ 
ate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Paint thinner and ingredients 
thereof (except in bulk), from the 
plantsite of Globe Solvents. Inc., at 
Philadelphia, Pa., to Denver. Colo. 

Note.— Applicant holds contract carrier 
authority in No. MC 142351 (Sub-No. 3). 
therefore dual operations may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
request that it be held at either New York. 
N.Y., or Philadelphia. Pa. 

No. MC 142559 (Sub-No. 4). fUed Oc¬ 
tober 3, 1977. Applicant: BROOKS 
TRANSPORTATION. INC., 30650 
Carter Road, Solon, Ohio 44139. Appli¬ 
cant's representative: John P. McMa¬ 
hon, 100 East Broad Street. Columbus, 
Ohio 43215. Authority sought to oper¬ 
ate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle. over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Air conditioners, air coolers , air 
conditioning equipment, furnaces or 
heating units and equipment and ma¬ 
terials and supplies used in the pro¬ 
duction thereof (except commodities in 
bulk or those requiring special equip¬ 
ment). between the facilities of Rheem 
Manufacturing Co., in Baldwin 
County. Ga., on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in the United States 
(except Alaska and Hawaii). 

Note.— If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests that it be held at Chica¬ 
go, Ill., or Washington, D.C. Applicant holds 
contract carrier authority in No. MC 139254. 
therefore dual operations may be involved. 
Also, common control may be involved. 

No. MC 142686 (Sub-No. 1). filed Oc¬ 
tober 31. 1977. Applicant: MID-WEST¬ 
ERN TRANSPORT. INC., 5320 Indus¬ 
trial Road. Fort Wayne, Ind. 46825 Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Miles L. Ka- 
valler, 315 South Beverly Dr., Ste. 315, 
Beverly Hills. Calif. 90212. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carri¬ 
er, by motor vehicle, over Irregular 
routes, transporting: fiberglass panels, 
from Santa Monica, Calif., to points in 
Arizona, Arkansas. Colorado. Illinois, 
Indiana, Kansas, Kentucky. Louisiana, 
Michigan, Mississippi, Missouri, Ne¬ 
braska, Nevada, New Mexico, Brook- 
park, (Cleveland). Ohio. Oklahoma. 
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Tennessee, and Texas, under a con¬ 
tinuing contract or contracts with 
Ornyte Fiberglass Division of Berdon, 
Inc., of Santa Monica, Calif. 

Note. —Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Los Angeles, Calif. 

No. MC 143195 (Sub-No. 2), filed Oc¬ 
tober 26, 1977. Applicant: S. R. JOHN¬ 
STON, d.b.a. JOHNSTON TRUCK¬ 
ING CO., 9419 East 63d Street. Kansas 
City, Mo. 64133. Applicant’s represen¬ 
tative: Arthur J. Cerra, 2100 Ten Main 
Center, P.O. Box 19251, Kansas City, 
Mo. 64141. Authority sought to oper¬ 
ate as a contract carrier by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing such commodities as are dealt in 
and sold or utilized by retail discount 
department stores between the ware¬ 
houses of Mattingly Stores. Inc., locat¬ 
ed in Kansas City and Lexington, Mo.; 
and from such warehouses to the 
retail discount department stores of 
Mattingly Stores, Inc., in Missouri and 
Centerville, Iowa, under a continuing 
contract or contracts with Mattingly 
Stores, Inc., Lexington, Mo. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests that it be held at Kansas 
City. Mo. 

No. MC 143278 (Sub-No. 1). filed Oc¬ 
tober 26, 1977. Applicant: J.E.A. CAR¬ 
TAGE. INC., 7005 Northwest 41st 
Street, Virginia Gardens. Fla. 33166. 
Applicant’s representative: John P. 
Bond, 2766 Douglas Road, Miami, Fla. 
33166. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, over irregular 
routes, in the transportion of general 
commodities (except commodities in 
bulk. Classes A and B explosives. 
Household goods, livestock, commod¬ 
ities requiring special handling and 
special equipment, commodities re¬ 
quiring refrigeration, motor vehicles 
and cement), between points in Dade 
County. Fla., lying East of State Road 
27. South of State Road 826, North of 
State Road 94, and West of the Atlan¬ 
tic Ocean; all shipments having a prior 
or subsequent movement by water. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests that that it be held 
at Miami, Fla. 

No. MC 143300 (Sub-No. 2), filed Oc¬ 
tober 26. 1977. Applicant: J. C. WOOL¬ 
DRIDGE, INC., Highway 220, South, 
Martinsville, Va. 24112. Applicant’s 
representative: Carroll B. Jackson, 
1810 Vincennes Road. Richmond, Va. 
23229. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
furniture, from Martinsville, Va., to 
points in Virginia, restricted to traffic 
originating with Bassett Furniture In¬ 
dustries, Inc. 

Note.— If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests that it be held at Mar¬ 
tinsville. Va., or Roanoke, Va. 

No. MC 143322 (Sub-No. 2), filed Oc¬ 
tober 27, 1977. Applicant: M. T. KEN¬ 


NEDY, d.b.a., M. T. KENNEDY 
TRUCKING. Box 292, Kelley, Iowa 
50134. Applicant’s representative: 
Donald R. Payer. Box 592, Ames, Iowa 
50010. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier . by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
sawdust, wood chips, and wood shav¬ 
ings, from Princeton and Minneapolis, 
Minn., and Prairie du Chien, Wis., to 
Ames, Iowa. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Kansas City, 
Mo., or Omaha, Nebr. 

No. MC 143534 (Sub-No. 2), filed Oc¬ 
tober 27, 1977. Applicant: GERALD 
MARTINSON, route 3, Augusta, Wis. 
54722. Applicant's representative: Rod¬ 
erick A. Cameron, 101 N. Broadway, 
Stanley, Wis. 54768. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by 
motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Dry fertilizer in bulk, 
from Augusta, Wis. to Strum, Wis., on 
traffic having a prior out-of-State 
movement by rail. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests that it be held at either 
Eau Claire, Wis.. or Minneapolis, Minn. 

No. MC 143590 (Sub-No. 3). filed Oc¬ 
tober 31, 1977. Applicant: NEW 

HAMPSHIRE CONTINENTAL EX¬ 
PRESS, INC., P.O. Box 4956, Man¬ 
chester, N.H. 03108. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: J. Max Harding, P.O. Box 
82028, Lincoln, Nebr. 68501. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carri¬ 
er, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: (1) Meats , meat 
products, meat byproducts, articles 
distributed by meat packinghouses, 
and such commodities as are used by 
meat packers in the conduct of their 
business as described in sections A, C, 
and D of Appendix I to the report in 
Descriptions in Motor Carrier Certifi¬ 
cates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766 (except 
hides and commodities in bulk), from 
the plantsite and warehouse facilities 
utilized by Jordan’s Ready-To-Eat 
Meats, Inc., located at or near Bangor. 
Portland, and Waterville, Maine and 
Laconia, N.H., to points in Michigan, 
Wisconsin, Illinois, Indiana, Ohio, 
West Virginia, Virginia, Kentucky, 
Texas, Arkansas, Louisiana, Tennes¬ 
see, North Carolina, Mississippi, Ala¬ 
bama, Georgia, South Carolina, and 
Florida; and (2) Materials, supplies, 
and equipment utilized in the manu¬ 
facture, sale, and distribution of the 
commodities described in (1) above r ^ 
from points in the United States in 
and east of North Dakota, South 
Dakota, Nebraska, Colorado, Texas, 
and Oklahoma to the plantsite and 
warehouse facilities utilized by Jor¬ 
dan’s Ready-To-Eat Meats, Inc., at or 
near Bangor, Portland, and Waterville, 
Maine and Laconia, N.H., restricted 
against the transportation of hides or 
commodities in bulk and further re¬ 
stricted to traffic destined to or origi¬ 


nating at the plantsite or warehouse 
facilities utilized by Jordan’s Ready- 
To-Eat Meats. Inc., Bangor, Portland, 
and Waterville, Maine and Laconia, 
N.H. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests that it be held at Con¬ 
cord, N.H. 

No. MC 143619 (Sub-No. 1), filed Oc¬ 
tober 31. 1977. Applicant: PALS 

FARMS, INC., R.F.D., Alexander, 
Iowa 50420. Applicant’s representative: 
James M. Hodge, 1980 Financial 
Center, Des Moines, Iowa 50309. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregu¬ 
lar routes, transporting: Dry feed, from 
Rowan, Iowa to points in Minnesota 
on and south of U.S. Highway 212, 
under a continuing contract or con¬ 
tracts with Cargill. Inc. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests that it be held at St. 
Paul, Minn., or Omaha, Nebr. 

No. MC 143630 (Sub-No. 1), filed Oc¬ 
tober 26, 1977. Applicant: FLOYD M. 
GRIEBEL, SR.. FLOYD M. GRIE- 
BEL, JR.. AND WILLIAM F. GRIE¬ 
BEL, d.b.a. GRIEBEL TRUCKING, 
Box 145, Marengo, Ill. 61052. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: James Canfield, 
1100 Rockford Trust Building, Rock¬ 
ford, Ill. 61101. Authority sought to 
operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans¬ 
porting: (1) Laminated sheet steel, 
from Marengo, Ill. to Memphis, Tenn. 
and Little Rock, Ark.; (2) strontium 
carbonate, from Washington, Ind. to 
Marengo, Ill.; (3) magnets, from Mar¬ 
engo, Ill. to Detroit, Mich.: (4) iron 
and steel scrap, in bulk, from Mar¬ 
engo, Ill. to Greenville, Pa.; (5) iron, 
from Greenville, Pa. to Marengo, Ill.; 

(6) strip steel, (a) from Leechburg and 
Bagdad, Pa., to Marengo, Ill., arnd (b) 
from Marengo, Ill. to Dunkirk, N.Y.; 

(7) iron ingot, from Marengo, Ill. to 
Dunkirk. N.Y.; (8) fragmented iron, 
from Dunkirk, N.Y. to Marengo, Ill.; 
(9) cobalt, from Albany, N.Y. to Mar¬ 
engo, Ill.; and (10) nickel chips, from 
Ashaland, Ky. to Marengo, Ill., under 
a continuing contract or contracts 
with Arnold Engineering Co. of Mar¬ 
engo, Ill. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests that it be held at Chica¬ 
go, Ill., or Washington. D.C. 

No. MC 143691 (Sub-No. 3). filed Oc¬ 
tober 28. 1977. Applicant: PONY EX¬ 
PRESS COURIER CORP., P.O. Box 
4313, Atlanta, Ga. 30302. Applicant’s 
representative: John Guandolo. 1000 
16th Street, NW., Washington. D.C. 
20036. Authority sought as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregu¬ 
lar routes, transporting: Commercial 
papers, documents, written instru¬ 
ments, audit and data processing 
media, and business records (except 
currency and negotiable instruments) 
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as used in the business of banks and 
banking institutions (1) between 
Greenville-Spartanburg Airport. 

Greer. S.C.; Columbia. S.C.. Florence, 
S.C.. and Charleston. S.C., on the one 
hand and, on the other, points in 
South Carolina, restricted to the 
transportation of shipments having an 
immediately prior or subsequent 
movement by air. (2) between Douglas 
Airport, Charlotte. N.C. on the one 
hand and, on the other, points in 
Greenville, S.C., restricted to transpor¬ 
tation of shipments having an immedi¬ 
ately prior or subsequent movement 
by air. (3) between Kanawha Airport, 
Charleston, W. Va. on the one hand 
and, on the other, Parkersburg, W. 
Va.. restricted to transportation of 
shipments having an immediately 
prior or subsequent movement by air, 
under a continuing contract or con¬ 
tracts with various banks and financial 
institutions. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests that it be held at Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. or Richmond. Va. Common con¬ 
trol may be involved. 

No. MC 143691 (Sub-No. 4). filed Oc¬ 
tober 28. 1977. Applicant: PONY EX¬ 
PRESS COURIER CORP., P.O. Box 
4313, Atlanta, Ga, 30302. Applicant's 
representative: John Guandolo, 1000 
16th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 
20036. Authority sought as a contract 
carrier , by motor vehicle, over irregu¬ 
lar routes, transporting: Commercial 
papers, documents, written instru¬ 
ments, audit and data processing 
media, and business records (except 
currency and negotiable instruments) 
and Microfilm, microfiche, microforms 
and related items as used in the busi¬ 
ness of banks and banking institutions. 
Between Lincoln County, Nebr. on the 
one hand and, on the other. Kit 
Carson, Logan. Morgan. Phillips. 
Sedgewick, Washington, Weld, and 
Yuma Counties, Colo., under a con¬ 
tinuing contract or contracts with var¬ 
ious banks and financial institutions. 

Note.— If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests that it be held at Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. or Lincoln, Nebr. Common con¬ 
trol may be involved. 

No. MC 143697 (Sub-No. 1). filed Oc¬ 
tober 31. 1977. Applicant: NORTH 
JERSEY TANK LINES, INC., P.O. 
Box 119, Wyckoff, N.J. 07481. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Robert DeK- 
royft. 201 Bloomfield Avenue, Verona, 
N.J. 07044. Authority sought to oper¬ 
ate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Com products and blends thereof, 
fish oil and vegetable oil in bulk, in 
tank vehicles, between Elizabeth, N.J. 
and points in Massachusetts. Con¬ 
necticut. Rhode Island, New York, 
Pennsylvania, Delaware, Maryland, 
Virginia, and the District of Columbia. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests It be held at either 


Newark. N.J., New York City. N.Y., or 
Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 143827 (Sub-No. 1), filed Oc¬ 
tober 28. 1977. Applicant: JACK G. 
ROBERTS d.b.a. JACK’S TRUCK¬ 
ING CO.. Route 2. Box 37-G, Belle- 
view, Fla. 32620. Applicant’s represen¬ 
tative: Felix A. Johnston, Jr., 1030 E. 
Lafayette Street, Suite 112, Tallahas¬ 
see, Fla. 32301. Authority sought to 
operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans¬ 
porting: Antennas and component 
parts, between Marion County, Fla. on 
the one hand and, on the other, points 
in the United States, including Alaska 
but excluding Hawaii, under a continu¬ 
ing contract or contracts with Anten¬ 
nas for Communications, Inc. 

Note.— If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests that it be held at 
Ocala, Fla. 

No. MC 143830 (correction), filed Oc¬ 
tober 7, 1977, published in the Federal 
Register issue of November 25. 1977, 
and republished as corrected this 
issue. Applicant: JAMES S. HELWIG 
AND ALLEN L. GRIMLAND, d.b.a. H. 

Sc G. LEASING, a partnership, 6331 
Melody Lane. No. 1720, Dallas. Tex. 
75231. Applicant’s representative: 
Mert Starnes, P.O. Box 2207, Austin, 
Tex. 78768„ Authority sought to oper¬ 
ate as a contract carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: (1) Light fixtures and parts used 
in the manufacture and assembly of 
light fixtures, from Waterbury, Conn.; 
Hanover and Paterson, N.J.; New 
York, N.Y.; and Bristol. Perkasie, and 
Philadelphia, Pa.; to Dallas, Tex., 
under a continuing contract or con¬ 
tracts with FLECO Industries. Inc. of 
Dallas, Tex., and (2) such merchandise 
as is dealt in or used by wholesale and 
retail gift item stores, from points in 
Massachusetts, Connecticut. New 
York, Pennsylvania, New Jersey, and 
Maryland, to the warehouse facilities 
of Tuesday Morning, Inc., located in 
Addison, Tex., and from the ware¬ 
house facilities of Tuesday Morning, 
Inc., in Addison, Tex., to the ware¬ 
house facilities of Tuesday Morning, 
Inc., located in Memphis, Tenn.; At¬ 
lanta, Ga.; and Washington, D.C., 
under a continuing contract or con¬ 
tracts with Tuesday Morning, Inc., of 
Addison, Tex. 

Note.— The purpose of this republication . 
is to show the correct name of the applicant 
and to indicate the correct origin in part (1) 
as New York. N.Y., in lieu of New York as 
was published incorrectly in the previous 
publication. If a hearing is deemed neces¬ 
sary, applicant requests that it be held at 
Dallas or Fort Worth, Tex. 

No. MC 143839, filed October 11, 
1977. Applicant: LUCK TRUCKING. 
INC., R.R. 1, Box 190, Wolcott, Ind. 
47995. Applicant’s representative: 
Walter F. Jones. Jr., 601 Chamber of 
Commerce Building, 320 North Merid¬ 


ian, Indianapolis, Ind. 46204. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a contract car¬ 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Anhydrous am¬ 
monia, (1) from Armorel, Ark., to 
points in Tennessee, Missouri, and 
Kentucky; (2) from Sterlington, La., to 
points in Arkansas and Mississippi. Re¬ 
stricted to service under parts (1) and 
(2) to contracts or continuing con¬ 
tracts with Mississippi Chemical Corp., 
Yazoo City. Miss. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Washington. 
D.C., or Atlanta. Ga. 

No. MC 143840, filed October 13, 
1977. Applicant: THOMPSON 

MOVING Sc STORAGE, a partner¬ 
ship, 300 Commerce Avenue, Atwater, 
Calif. 95301. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: Henry C. Winters, 235 Evergreen 
Building, 15 South Grady Way, 
Renton, Wash. 98055. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carri¬ 
er, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Used household 
goods . restricted to the transportation 
of traffic having a prior or subsequent 
movement beyond said points in con¬ 
tainers, and further restricted to the 
performance of pickup and delivery 
service in connection with packing, 
crating, and containerization or un¬ 
packing, uncrating, and decontaineri¬ 
zation of such traffic between points 
in Merced, Mariposa, Stanislaus, Tou- 
lumne, San Joaquin, Madera, and 
Fresno Counties, Calif. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at San Francis¬ 
co. Calif. 

No. MC 143888 (Sub-No. 1), filed Oc¬ 
tober 26, 1977. Applicant: ROBERT 
MARKS. 213 Dewey Avenue. Cam¬ 
bridge, Ohio 43725. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative: John L. Alden, 1396 West 
5th Avenue, Columbus, Ohio 43212. 
Authority sought to operate as a con¬ 
tract carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: 1. Plastic 
products from Byesville, Ohio, to 
points in Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Ken¬ 
tucky, Michigan, Pennsylvania, West 
Virginia, and Wisconsin; and 2. materi¬ 
als and supplies used in the manufac¬ 
ture and distribution of plastic prod¬ 
ucts (except commodities in bulk), 
from Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Ken¬ 
tucky, Michigan, Pennsylvania, West 
Virginia, and Wisconsin, to Byesville. 
Ohio, under continuing contracts with 
Meridian Plastics, Inc. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests that it be held at 
either Columbus, Ohio, or Wheeling, W. Va. 

No. MC 143899 (Sub-No. 2). filed: Oc¬ 
tober 31. 1977. Applicant: MAHLON 
SAUNDERS. d.b.a. SAUNDERS 
TRUCKING. 2715 Howbert Street, 
Colorado Springs, Colo. 80904. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Raymond M. 
Kelley, 450 Capitol Life Center. 
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Denver, Colo. 80203. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier by 
motor vehicle, over irregular routes 
transporting: Malt beverages in con¬ 
tainers, from the facilities of the Car¬ 
ling National Brewing Co. at or near 
Phoenix, Arix., the facilities of the 
Falstaff Brewing Co. at or near 
Omaha, Nebr.. the facilities of the 
Miller Brewing Co. at or near Ft. 
Worth, Tex., and the facilities of the 
Olympia Brewing Co. at or near San 
Antinio, Tex., to the facilities of High 
Country Sales. Inc., located in El Paso 
and Chaffee Counties, Colo., and the 
facilities of Carl Wills Beverage locat¬ 
ed in Pueblo County, Colo. 

Note.— If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests that it be held at 
Denver, Colo. 

No. MC 143899 (Sub-No. 3). filed Oc¬ 
tober 31, 1977. Applicant: MAHLON 
SAUNDERS, d.b.a. SAUNDERS 
TRUCKING. 2715 Howbert Street, 
Colorado Springs, Colo. 80904. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Raymond 
Kelley, 450 Capitol Life Center, 
Denver, Colo. 80203. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier by 
motor vehicle, over irregular routes 
transporting: (1) Non-alcoholic bever¬ 
ages in containers, from the facilities 
of Columbine Beverage Co. in Denver. 
Colo., to Phoenix, Ariz., Albuquerque, 
N. Mex., Las Vegas, Nev., Amarillo, 
Tex., El Paso, Tex., and Salt Lake 
City, Utah; (2) Pallets; from Albuquer¬ 
que, N. Mex., Amarillo. Tex., and El 
Paso, Tex., to Muskogee, Okla.. and 
Sapulpa, Okla.; (3) glass bottles, from 
Muskogee, Okla., and Sapulpa, Okla., 
to the facilities of Columbine Bever¬ 
age Co. in Denver, Colo. 

Note.— If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests It be held at Denver, 
Colo. 

No. MC 143904, filed October 28, 
1977. Applicant: JUSTIN TRANS¬ 
PORTATION. INC., 4909 Reading 
Street. Dallas, Tex. 75247. Applicant’s 
representative: Arthur J. Cerra, 2100 
TenMain Center, P.O. Box 19251, 
Kansas City, Mo. 64141. Authority is 
sought to operate as a contract carrier 
by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Such commod¬ 
ities as are dealt in and sold or utilized 
by retail discount department stores in 
the conduct of their business: (1) Be¬ 
tween the warehouse of Wal Mart 
Stores, Inc., located at Dallas, Tex., on 
the one hand, and, on the other, the 
warehouses of Wal Mart Stores, Inc., 
located at Kansas City and St. Louis, 
Mo., Memphis, Tenn., Little Rock, 
Ark., and Tulsa, Okla.; and (2) from 
the warehouse of Wal Mart Stores, 
Inc., located at Dallas. Tex., to Wal 
Mart Stores at points in Arkansas, 
Louisiana, Oklahoma, and Texas, 
under a continuing contract with Wal 
Mart Stores, Inc. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests that it be held at Kansas 
City, Mo. 


No. MC 143905, filed October 31, 
1977. Applicant: JAMES BOYD, d.b.a. 
JADE TRUCKING, 317 Kent Road, 
McHenry, Ill. 60050. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: James F. Flanagan, 111 
West Washington Street, Chicago, Ill. 
60602. Authority sought to operate as 
a contract carrier , by motor vehicle 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Building materials (except materials 
in bulk), from Gurnee, Ill. to points in 
Walworth. Kenosha, and Racine 
Counties, Wis., under a continuing 
contract or contracts with, Wickes 
Lumber, a division of the Wickes 
Corp., located at Gurnee, III. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests that it be held at Chica¬ 
go, Ill. 

No: MC 143914, filed October 31, 
1977. Applicant: SIDNEY FRUMAN, 
464 Albany Street. Boston. Mass. 
02118. Applicant’js representative: 
Sidney Fruman, 464 Adbany Street. 
Boston, Mass. 02118. Authority sought 
to operate as a contract carrier by 
motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Scrap metals, between 
the facilities of B.L.S. Inc., in Suffolk, 
Norfolk, and Middlesex Counties, 
Mass., on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in the United States in 
and East of Minnesota, Iowa, Missouri, 
Arkansas, and Louisiana, under a con¬ 
tinuing contract, or contracts, with 
B.L.S. Inc., located at Boston, Mass. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests that it be held at Boston, 
Mass. 

No. MC 143915, filed October 28, 
1977. Applicant: KAPTUR ENTER¬ 
PRISES, INC., 17258 Wentworth 
Avenue, Lansing, Ill. 60438. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: James C. Hard¬ 
man, 33 North LaSalle St., Chicago, 
Ill. 60602. Authority sought to operate 
as a contract carrier , by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Such commodities as are dealt in by 
wholesale lumber distributors: (a) 
From Chicago , HI, to points in Indi¬ 
ana , Michigan* and Wisconsin; and (b) 
from Warsaw, Ind., to Chicago, HI, 
under a continuing contract or con¬ 
tracts with Cook County Lumber Co. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at Chicago, 
Ill. 

No. MC 143916, filed October 27. 
1977. Applicant: McQUADE HEAVY 
HAULING, INC., Route 1, Sergeant 
Bluff. Iowa 51054. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: George L. Hirschbach, P.O. 
Box 417, 5000 South Lewis Boulevard, 
Sioux City, Iowa 51102. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carri¬ 
er, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Iron and steel ar¬ 
ticles; road construction machinery 
and equipment; boilers; circuit break¬ 
ers and switches; and commodities 
which, because of size or weight re¬ 


quire the use of special equipment: (1) 
Between points in Iowa. Nebraska, 
South Dakota, North Dakota, Minne¬ 
sota, Wisconsin, Illinois, Missouri and 
Kansas, and (2) from Sioux City, Iowa, 
to points in the United States (except 
Hawaii). 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests that it be held at Sioux 
City. Iowa. Omaha. Neb., or Kansas City, 
Mo. 

No. MC 143917, filed October 28. 
1977. Applicant: SAM YOUNG, INC., 
R.R. 1. Box 76, Wolcott, Ind. 47995. 
Applicant’s representative: Donald W. 
Smith, Suite 2465, One Indiana 
Square, Indianapolis, Ind. 46204. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregu¬ 
lar routes, transporting: Printed 
matter from the plantsite and ware¬ 
house facilities of Album Graphics, 

l nc. , at or near Melrose Park, Ill., to 
points in Pennsylvania, New York, 
New Jersey, Virginia, Tennessee, Illi¬ 
nois, and Kentucky. Restriction: Re¬ 
stricted to service to be performed 
under a continuing contract or con¬ 
tracts with Album Graphics, Ind. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Chicago. Ill. 

No. MC 143919, filed October 31, 
1977. Applicant: MOR-CO CARRI¬ 
ERS LTD., P.O. Box 1035, 401 High¬ 
way and Wallbridge Cloverleaf, Belle¬ 
ville. Ontario, Canada. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Robert D. Gunderman, 
Suite 710, Statler Hilton, Buffalo. N.Y. 
14202. Authority sought to operate as 
a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Cleaning compounds (except in bulk, 
in tank vehicles) from New Bremen, 
Ohio, to the port of entry on the In¬ 
ternational Boundary line between the 
United States and Canada, located on 
the Detroit River, restricted to trans¬ 
portation of shipments destined to the 
facilities of Beatrice Foods (Ontario) 
Ltd. throughout the Province of On¬ 
tario, under a continuing contract or 
contracts with Beatrice Foods (Ontar¬ 
io) Ltd. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests that it be held at Buffa¬ 
lo, N.Y. 

No. MC 1439 20. filed October 28, 
1977. Applicant: DEDOCK TRUCK¬ 
ING. INC., R.R. 1, Box 37, DeMotte, 

l nd. 46310. Applicant’s representative: 
Norman R. Garvin, 815 Merchants 
Bank Building, Indianapolis, Ind. 
46204. Authority sought to operate as 
a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: (1) 
Cellulose insulation , in bags, from De¬ 
Motte, Ind., to points in Arkansas, Illi¬ 
nois, Iowa, Kentucky, Michigan, Mis¬ 
souri, Ohio, Pennsylvania. Tennessee, 
and Wisconsin, (2) materials, equip¬ 
ment, and supplies, used in the manu¬ 
facture of cellulose insulation, from 
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points in Arkansas, Illinois. Iowa, Ken¬ 
tucky, Michigan, Missouri, Ohio, 
Pennsylvania, Tennessee, and Wiscon¬ 
sin. to DeMotte, Ind. under a continu¬ 
ing contract or continuing contracts 
with A.D.M. Manufacturing Co., Inc., 
DeMotte, Ind. 

Note.— If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at either In¬ 
dianapolis, Ind., or Chicago. Ill. 

No. MC 143924, filed October 28, 
1977. Applicant: GENE C. FUGATE, 
d.b.a. FUGATE TRUCKING. 1080 Old 
River Side Drive, Danville, Va. 24541. 
Applicant’s representative: Theodore 
Polydoroff, Suite 600, 1250 Connecti¬ 
cut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 
20036. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier , by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Containers and trailers , between the 
facilities of the Southern Railway Co., 
at or near Greensboro and Reidsville, 
N.C., on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in Henry, Pittsylvania, 
Campbell, Halifax, Charlotte, and 
Mecklenburg Counties, Va., restricted 
to shipments having a prior or subse¬ 
quent movement by rail. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held in (1) Danville, 
Va., or (2) Greensboro, N.C. 

No. MC 143927, filed October 26. 
1977. Applicant: BILL’S DELIVERY 
SYSTEM, INC., 52530 Leo Street, 
Granger, Ind. 46530. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Edwin J. Simcox, 601 Cham¬ 
ber of Commerce Building, 320 North 
Meridian Street, Indianapolis, Ind. 
46204. Authority sought to operate as 
a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Drugs, pharmaceutical items and sup - 
plies, hospital supplies, patient aids, 
and health and beauty aids from the 
offices and warehouse facilities of 
South Bend Drug Co.. Inc., in South 
Bend, Ind., to points in Allegan, Ber¬ 
rien, Branch, Cass, Kalamazoo. St. 
Joseph, and Van Buren Counties, 
Mich., under a continuing contract or 
continuing contracts with South Bend 
Drug Co.. Inc. The transportation ser¬ 
vices are restricted against the trans¬ 
portation of any package or article 
weighing more than fifty (50) pounds. 

Note.— If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at either Chi¬ 
cago, Ill., or Indianapolis. Ind. 

Passengers 

No. MC 1515 (Sub-No. 242), filed Oc¬ 
tober 30, 1977. Applicant: GREY¬ 
HOUND LINES, INC.. Greyhound 
Tower, Phoenix, Ariz. 85077. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: W. L. 

McCracken (same address as appli¬ 
cant). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over regular routes, transporting: Pas¬ 
sengers and their baggage and express 
and newspapers in the same vehicle 


with passengers: (1) Between Chicago 
and the junction of Interstate High¬ 
way 90 and Illinois Highway 194, from 
Chicago over Interstate Highway 94 to 
the junction of Illinois Highway 194, 
thence over Illinois Highway 194 to 
junction Interstate Highway 90. Ser¬ 
vice is not authorized at intermediate 
points except for purpose of joinder: 
and (2) between the junction of North¬ 
west Tollway and Arlington Heights 
Road and junction of Northwest Toll- 
w r ay and Interstate Highway 90. via 
Elk Grove Village, from the junction 
of Northwest Toll way and Arlington 
Heights Road, over Arlington Heights 
Road to junction Higgins Road (Elk 
Grove Village), thence over Higgins 
Road to junction Interstate Highway 
90, thence over Interstate Highway 90 
to junction Northwest Tollway, and 
return over the same route, serving all 
intermediate points. 

Note.— Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Chicago, Ill. 

No. MC 1515 (Sub-No. 243), filed Oc¬ 
tober 31, 1977. Applicant: GREY¬ 

HOUND LINES, INC., Greyhound 
Tower, Phoenix, Ariz. 85077. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: W. L. 

McCracken (same address as appli¬ 
cant). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Passengers and their baggage, in spe¬ 
cial operations, between Ft. Leonard 
Wood, Mo., and Memphis, Tenn. 

Note.— Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Washington. D.C. 

No. MC 48909 (Sub-No. 6). filed Oc¬ 
tober 28. 1977. Applicant: SEYMOUR 
TRANSFER LINES, INC., 800 East 
Factory Street, Seymour, Wis. 54165. 
Applicant’s representative: Wayne W. 
Wilson. P.O. Box 8004, Madison. Wis. 
53708. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Passengers and their baggage, in 
charter service, beginning or ending at 
points in Shawano, Menominee, Wood, 
Portage. Waupaca. Outagamie. 
Juneau, Adams. Waushara, and Win¬ 
nebago Counties. Wis., and extending 
to points in the United States (includ¬ 
ing Alaska but excluding Hawaii). 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Green Bay, 
or Madison, Wis. 

No. MC 52334 (Sub-No. 6). filed Oc¬ 
tober 27, 1977. Applicant: BOISE- 
WINNEMUCCA STAGES, INC., 1105 
La Pointe St., Boise, Idaho 83706. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Shirley Acha- 
bal (same address as applicant). Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregu¬ 
lar routes, transporting: Passengers (il¬ 
legal aliens) and their baggage, in the 
custody of the U.S. Immigration and 


Naturalization Service, when being re¬ 
moved from the United States, in one¬ 
way special and charter operations. (1) 
from points in Washington, to Calex¬ 
ico, Calif., and (2) from points in Mal¬ 
heur and Baker Counties, Oreg., and 
points in Idaho south of the Salmon 
River, to points in California. 

Note.— Applicant holds motor contract 
carrier authority in No. MC 125021 (Sub-No. 
2). therefore dual operations may be in¬ 
volved. If a hearing is deemed necessary, ap¬ 
plicant requests that it be held at Boise, 
Idaho. 

No. MC 120781 (Sub-No. 6), filed Oc¬ 
tober 18, 1977. Applicant: KRAF- 

TOURS CORP., P.O. Box 45790, 
Tulsa, Okla. 74145. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Maxwell A. Howell, 1100 In¬ 
vestment Building, 1511 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 20005. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carri¬ 
er, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Passengers and 
their baggage, in special and charter 
operations. (1) between points in Okla¬ 
homa and points in Crawford, Pulaski, 
and Sebastian Counties, Ark., on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
the United States (including Alaska, 
except Hawaii), and (2) between points 
in Arkansas, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in the United States 
(including Alaska, except Hawaii), re¬ 
stricted in (2) above, to transportation 
in motor carrier equipment having lift 
devices for wheelchairs, wheelchair 
floor latches, and restroom equipment 
to accommodate handicapped persons. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests that it be held at Tulsa 
or Oklahoma City. Okla. 

No. MC 143439 (Sub-No. 2), filed Oc¬ 
tober 13. 1977. Applicant: THE AT¬ 
LANTIC SUBURBAN TRACTION 
CO., a corporation, 404 Devils Foot 
Road, North Kingstown, R.I. 02852. 
Applicant’s representative: John H. 
McHugh, 735 Industrial Bank Build¬ 
ing, Providence. R.I. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by 
motor vehicle, over regular routes, in 
the transportation of: Passengers, (A) 
between Wickford, R.I., and the plant- 
site of Electric Boat Division of Gener¬ 
al Dynamics Corp., located at or near 
Groton, Conn.: (1) From the village of 
Wickford in the town of North King¬ 
stown. R.I.. thence over Rhode Island 
Highway 102 to the junction of U.S. 
Highway 1 at or near Belleville, R.I., 
thence via U.S. Highway 1 to its junc¬ 
tion with Main Street. Wakefield, in 
the town of South Kingstown, thence 
via Main Street to its junction with 
Rhode Island Highway 108 to a junc¬ 
tion with U.S. Highway 1, thence west¬ 
erly via U.S. Highway 1 to a junction 
with Ward Avenue in the town of 
Westerly, thence via Ward. Narran- 
gansett, Dixon, and Railroad Avenues 
to Westerly Railroad Station, thence 
via Railroad. Canal, and High Streets 
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to a junction with Connecticut High¬ 
way 2, thence in a northwesterly direc¬ 
tion via Connecticut Highway 2 to the 
junction of Interstate Highway 95. 
thence via Interstate Highway 95 to 
the plantsite of the Electric Boat Divi¬ 
sion Plant of General Dynamics Corp. 
at Groton. Conn, and return over the 
same route, serving the communities 
of Wickford, Belleville, Wakefield, 
Charlestown, Quonochontaug, Dunns 
Comers, Westerly, R.I. and Pawca- 
tuck, Conn., as origin and intermediate 
points of service in both directions; (2) 
Highway 2 in a northwesterly direc¬ 
tion to the junction of Interstate 
Highway 95 (thence via I 95) to the 
plantsite of Electric Boat Division 
Plant of General Dynamics Corp. at 
Groton. Conn., and return over the 
same route, serving the communities 
of Newport, Jamestown, Wakefield, 
Perryville, Charlestown, Quonochon¬ 
taug, Dunns Corners. Westerly, R.I. 
and and Pawcatuck, Conn., as origin 
and intermediate points of service in 
both directions; and (B) Between New¬ 
port, R.I., and the plantsite of Electric 
Boat Division of General Dynamics 
Corp., located at or near Groton. 
Conn.: From the city of Newport, R.I., 
thence over Rhode Island Highway 
138 to the junction of U.S. Highway 1 
at or near Silver Spring, R.I., thence 
via U.S. Highway 1 to a junction with 
Connecticut Highway 2, thence via 
Connecticut Highway 2 in a north¬ 
westerly direction to the junction of 
Interstate Highway 95. thence via In¬ 
terstate 95 to the plantsite of the Elec¬ 
tric Boat Division Plant of General 
Dynamics Corp. at Groton, Conn., and 
return over the same route, serving 
the communities of Newport, James¬ 
town. Wakefield, Perryville, Charles¬ 
town, Quonochontaug, Dunns 
Corners. Westerly, R.I. and Pawca¬ 
tuck. Conn., as origin and intermediate 
points of service in both directions. 

Norn—If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests that it be held at Provi¬ 
dence or Warwick, R.I. 

No. MC 143874. filed October 18. 
1977. Applicant: COLUMBIANA 

COUNTRY MOTOR CLUB, INC., 213 
East Fourth Street, East Liverpool, 
Ohio 43920. Applicant's representa¬ 
tive: Gerald P. Wadkowski, 85 East 
Gay Street, Columbus. Ohio 43215. 
Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Passengers and their baggage, in spe¬ 
cial and charter operations, between 
points in Columbiana County, Ohio, 
on the one hand, and, on the other, 
Pittsburgh International Airport, Pa 

Note.— If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests that it be held at East 
Liverpool. Youngstown, or Columbus, Ohio 
or Pittsburgh. Pa. 

No. MC 143925, filed October 25. 
1977. Applicant: SPRINGFIELD BUS 


CO., a corporation, 405 Harrison 
Street, Springfield, Ohio 45505. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Langdon D. Bell, 
21 East State Street, Columbus, Ohio 
43215. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, in charter and spe¬ 
cial operations, over irregular routes, 
transporting passengers and their bag¬ 
gage, beginning and ending at points 
in Clark, Madison, Greene. Cham¬ 
paign, Miami. Fayette, and Logan 
Counties. Ohio and extending to 
points in North Carolina, South Caro¬ 
lina, West Virginia, Virginia, Pennsyl¬ 
vania. Massachusetts, New York, Wis¬ 
consin, Maryland. Indiana, Kentucky, 
Tennessee, Mississippi, Alabama, Flor¬ 
ida, Georgia, Michigan, Louisiana, Ar¬ 
kansas, Missouri, Minnesota, Iowa, 
and the District of Columbia and 
return. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests that it be held in Spring- 
field. Ohio. 

No. MC 130466, filed November 9. 
1977. Applicant: WESTERN FUN 
TOURS, INC., 241 Ridge Street, Suite 
440, Reno, Nev. 89501. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Roy Powers (same address 
as applicant). Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a Broker, at San Francisco, 
Oakland, San Jose, San Rafael, Sacra¬ 
mento. Santa Ana, Los Angeles, River¬ 
side. San Bemadino, San Diego, Calif.. 
Portland, Oreg., Seattle, Wash., and 
Reno, Nev., to sell the transportation 
of passengers and their baggage, from 
points in California, Nevada, Oregon, 
and Washington, to points in the 
United States, including Alaska and 
Hawaii and return. 

Note.— If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests that it be held at 
either Reno. Nev., or San Francisco. Calif. 

No. FF 505, filed November 1. 1977. 
Applicant: EURO-CON/INTERNA¬ 

TIONAL. INC., 3259 Whitebrook 
Plaza, Suite 210, Memphis, Tenn. 
38118. Applicant's representative: 
James A. Acuff (same address as appli¬ 
cant). Authority sought to operate as 
freight forwarder, through the use of 
the facilities of common carriers by 
rail, motor, and water, in the transpor¬ 
tation of General commodities , be¬ 
tween points in Tennessee, Arkansas, 
Mississippi. Alabama, Louisiana, and 
Georgia, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, the ports of New Orleans, La., 
Mobile. Ala., Savannah, Ga.. and 
Charleston, S.C., restricted to export 
and import traffic only. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests that it be held at Mem¬ 
phis, Tenn., New Orleans, La., or Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 

Finance Applications 
notice 

The following applications seek ap¬ 
proval to consolidate, purchase, merge. 


lease operating rights and properties, 
or acquire control through ownership 
of stock, or rail carriers or motor carri¬ 
ers pursuant to sections 5(2) or 210a(b) 
of the Interstate Commerce Act. 

An original and two copies of pro¬ 
tests against the granting of the re¬ 
quested authority must be filed with 
the Commission within 30 days after 
the date of this Federal Register 
notice. Such protests shall comply 
with Special Rules 240(c) or 240(d) of 
the Commission’s general rules of 
practice (49 CFR 1100.240), and shall 
include a concise statement of Protes¬ 
tant's interest in the proceeding. A 
copy of the protest shall be served 
concurrently upon applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative, or applicant, if no represen¬ 
tative is named. 

No. MC-F-13399, (Correction) ROY 
STONE TRANSFER CORP., purchase 
(portion). GLOSSON MOTOR LINES, 
INC. (CHARLES E. HERBERT 
TRUSTEE), published in the Novem¬ 
ber 17, 1977, issue of the Federal Reg¬ 
ister, on pages 59464 and 59465. Previ¬ 
ous notice excluded the following: Ap¬ 
plicants' attorneys: John R. Sims, Jr. 
and John L. Boyd, Jr:,~91S Pennsylva¬ 
nia Bldg., 425 13th Street NW., Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20004, Paul M. Daniell , 
P.O. Box 822, Atlanta, Ga., 30301 and 
Frank P. Holton, Jr., P.O. Box 1124, 
Lexington, N.C. 27292. 

No. MC-F-13439. Authority sought 
for purchase by MUSHROOM 
TRANSPORTATION CO.. INC., 845 
East Hunting Park Avenue, Philadel¬ 
phia, Pa., 19124, of a portion of the op¬ 
erating rights of EASTERN EX¬ 
PRESS, INC., 1450 Wabash Avenue. 
Terre Haute. Ind. 47808. and for acqui¬ 
sition by RICHARD W. CUTAIAR, 
SR.. ROBERT G. CUTAIAR AND 
ROBERT F. CUTAIAR, also of 845 
East Hunting Park Avenue, Philadel¬ 
phia, Pa., of control of such rights 
through the purchase. Applicants' at¬ 
torneys: A. David Millner, P.O. Box 
1409, 167 Fairfield Road. Fairfield. 
N.J. 07006, and Roland Rice, 501 Per¬ 
petual Building, 1111 E Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 20004. Operating 
rights sought to be transferred; Gener¬ 
al commodities, with exceptions, as a 
common carrier, over regular routes, 
between Cleveland, Ohio, and Pitts¬ 
burgh, Pa., serving the intermediate 
points of Akron, Canton, and Tall- 
madge, Ohio, all intermediate points 
in Pennsylvania, the off route point of 
Barberton, Ohio, and the intermediate 
and off route points in Cuyahoga 
County, Ohio, and those within 30 
miles of Pittsburgh, Pa.; from Cleve¬ 
land over Ohio Highway 8 to Canton. 
Ohio, and thence over U.S. Highway 
30 to Pittsburgh, and return over the 
same route; between Cleveland, Ohio, 
and Pittsburgh. Pa., serving the inter¬ 
mediate points of Youngstown and 
Warren, Ohio, all intermediate points 
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in Pennsylvania, and the intermediate 
and off route points Cuyahoga 
County, Ohio, and those within 30 
miles of Pittsburgh. Pa.; from Cleve¬ 
land over U.S. Highway 422 to Butler, 
Pa., and thence over Pennsylvania 
Highway 8 to Pittsburgh, and return 
over the same route; between Cleve¬ 
land, Ohio, and Sharon. Pa., serving 
all intermediate points in Pennsylva¬ 
nia, and the intermediate and off 
route points in Cuyahoga County, 
Ohio, and those within 30 miles of 
Pittsburgh, Pa.; from Cleveland over 
U.S. Highway 422 to Warren, Ohio, 
thence over Ohio Highway 82 to the 
Ohio-Pennsylvania State line, and 
thence over Pennsylvania Highway 
518 to Sharon, and return over the 
same route. Vendee is authorized to 
operate as a common carrier in Dela¬ 
ware, Maryland, New Jersey, New 
York, Pennsylvania, and Virginia. Ap¬ 
plication has been filed for temporary 
authority under Section 210a(b). 

No. MC-F-13440. Authority sought 
for purchase by TPS, INC., (non-carri¬ 
er). Box 126, Rural Route 2. Grand 
Island, Nebr. 68801, of a portion of the 
operating rights of GRAND ISLAND 
CONTRACT CARRIER. INC., P.O. 
Box 2078, West Old Highway 30. 
Grand Island, Nebr. 68801, and for ac¬ 
quisition by ROBERT WENZL, Box 
126, Rural Route 2. Grand Island, 
Nebr. 68801, of control of such rights 
through the transaction. Applicants' 
attorneys: Gailyn L. Larsen. 521 South 
14th Street, P.O. Box 81849, Lincoln, 
Nebr. 68501, and Michael Ogbom, P.O. 
Box 82028, Lincoln, Nebr. 68501. Oper¬ 
ating rights sought to be transferred: 
Metal scaffolding towers (knocked 
down), conveyors, pumps, and parts 
and accessories therefor, as a contract 
carrier, over irregular routes from 
Yankton. S. Dak., to points in the 
United States (except Alaska, Hawaii, 
and South Dakota), with restrictions; 
materials and supplies (except com¬ 
modities in bulk, in tank vehicles), 
used in the manufacture and produc¬ 
tion of (1) metal scaffolding towers. 
(2) conveyors. (3) pumps, and (4) parts 
and accessories of the commodities 
specified in (1), (2) and (3) above, as a 
contract carrier over irregular routes 
from points in the United States 
(except Alaska and Hawaii), to the fa¬ 
cilities of the Morgan Manufacturing 
Co., at Yankton, S. Dak.), with restric¬ 
tions; such materials, supplies and 
equipment as are utilized in the con¬ 
struction and maintenance of swim¬ 
ming pools (except commodities in 
bulk and iron and steel articles), as a 
contract carrier, over irregular routes, 
from Painesville. Ohio, Brady, Tex., 
Green River, Wyo., and San Francisco, 
Calif., to Grand Island, Nebr., with re¬ 
strictions. TFS, INC., holds no author¬ 
ity from this Commission. It seeks au¬ 
thority in Docket No. MC-141575 
(Sub-No. 2), permit not yet issued. Ap¬ 


plication has not been filed for tempo¬ 
rary authority under section 210a(b). 

No. MC-F-13442. Authority sought 
for purchase by MAINLINER 
MOTOR EXPRESS, INC., 4202 Dahl- 
man Ave., Omaha, Nebr. 68107, of a 
portion of the operating rights of 
MIDWEST TRANSPORTATION CO., 
2802 Avenue B, Council Bluffs, Iowa 
51501, and for acquisition by RAY¬ 
MOND G. SALLACH, LELAND D. 
SALLACH, and RONALD R. SAL¬ 
LACH. all of the Omaha, Nebr. 68107 
address, of control of such rights 
through the transaction. Applicants' 
representatives: Gailyn L. Larsen, P.O. 
Box 81849, Lincoln, Nebr. 68501 and 
Scott E. Daniel, P.O. Box 82028, Lin¬ 
coln, Nebr. 68501. Operating rights 
sought to be transferred: Alcoholic 
beverages (except malt beverages), in 
containers, as a common carrier, over 
irregular routes, from points in Ken¬ 
tucky to the facilities of Sterling Dis¬ 
tributing Co., and United Distillers 
Products Co., located at Omaha, Nebr.; 
from points in New York, Pennsylva¬ 
nia, Massachusetts, New Jersey, Mary¬ 
land, and Connecticut to Omaha, 
Nebr., with restrictions; Alcoholic bev¬ 
erages (except malt beverages), in con¬ 
tainers only, from points in Illinois, 
Indiana. Kentucky, Michigan, Missou¬ 
ri, Ohio, and Tennessee to Omaha, 
Nebr.; Non-alcoholic beverages (in con¬ 
tainer only), when moving in the same 
vehicle and at the same time in mixed 
loads with alcoholic beverages on a 
single bill of lading to a single consign¬ 
ee, from points in Connecticut, Illi¬ 
nois. Indiana, Kentucky, Maryland, 
Massachusetts. Michigan, Missouri, 
New Jersey, New York, Ohio, Pennsyl¬ 
vania, and Tennessee, to Omaha, 
Nebr., with restrictions. Vendee is 
presently authorized to conduct oper¬ 
ations as a common carrier in the 
above States and the authority sought 
is common carrier authority. Applica¬ 
tion has been filed for temporary au¬ 
thority under section 210a(b). 

No. MC-F-13444. Authority sought 
for purchase by C. L. CONNORS, 
INC., 3820 Wisman Lane, Quincy. Ill. 
62301, of the operating rights of 
MEINHARDT CARTAGE CO., 1900 
North 24th Street. Quincy, Ill. 62301, 
and for acquisition by WILLIAM M. 
GULLY AND BARBARA R. GULLY. 
25 Payson Heights, Quincy, Ill. 62301, 
of control of the rights through the 
purchase. Transferor’s attorney: 
Charles A. Scholz. 625 Vermont 
Street, Quincy. Ill. 62301. Transferee's 
attorney: Frank W. Taylor. Jr., Suite 
600, 1221 Baltimore Avenue, Kansas 
City, Mo. 64105. Operating rights 
sought to be purchased: General com¬ 
modities, with exceptions, as a 
common carrier, over regular routes 
between Chicago. Ill., and Quincy, Ill., 
over U.S. Highway 66 and 24, more 
fully described in Certificate No. MC- 


61709 (Sub-No. 7) and (Sub-No. 8). 
Transferee is authorized to operate 
pursuant to Certificate No. MC-118776 
and subs thereunder as a common car¬ 
rier of general and specific commod¬ 
ities in the States of Alabama. Arkan¬ 
sas, Colorado, Connecticut, Delaware, 
District of Columbia, Florida. Georgia. 
Idaho, Illinois, Indiana, New Jersey, 
New Mexico, New York, North Caroli¬ 
na, North Dakota, Ohio. Oklahoma, 
Pennsylvania. Rhode Island, South 
Carolina, South Dakota, Iowa, Kansas. 
Kentucky, Louisiana, Maine, Mary¬ 
land, Massachusetts. Michigan. Minne¬ 
sota, Mississippi. Missouri, Montana, 
Nebraska, New Hampshire. Tennessee, 
Texas, Vermont, Virginia, West Virgin¬ 
ia, Wisconsin, and Wyoming. Applica¬ 
tion has been filed for temporary au¬ 
thority under section 210a(b). 

No. MC-F-13445. Authority sought 
for purchase by LENERTZ, INC., 411 
Northwestern National Bank Bldg., 
South St. Paul, Minn. 55076, of a por¬ 
tion of the operating rights of IOWA 
PACKERS XPRESS, INC., P.O. Box 
231, Spencer, Iowa 51301. and for ac¬ 
quisition by FREDERICK LENERTZ, 
2803 Kellogg Square, St. Paul, Minn., 
and LAWRENCE L. LENERTZ. 131- 
4th Ave. North, South St. Paul, Minn., 
of control of such rights through the 
transaction. Applicants' attorneys: 
Andrew R. Clark, 1000 First National 
Bank Bldg., Minneapolis. Minn. 55402, 
Transferee, and Scott E. Daniel, P.O. 
Box 82028, Lincoln, Nebr. 68501, 
Transferor. Operating rights sought to 
be transferred: Meats, meat products, 
and meat by-products, and articles dis¬ 
tributed by meat packinghouses, de¬ 
scribed in sections A and C of appen¬ 
dix I to the report in Descriptions in 
Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 
209 and 766 (except hides and com¬ 
modities in bulk), as a common carrier 
over irregular routes from Estherville, 
Iowa, and Sioux Falls, S. Dak., to 
points in Connecticut, Massachusetts, 
New Jersey, New York, and Pennsylva¬ 
nia, with restrictions; from the facili¬ 
ties of Needham Packing Co., Inc., lo¬ 
cated at/or near Omaha, Nebr., Sioux 
City, Iowa, and Fargo, N. Dak., to 
points in Connecticut, Delaware, 
Maine. Maryland, Massachusetts, New 
Hampshire, New Jersey, New York, 
Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, Vermont. 
Virginia, West Virginia, and the Dis¬ 
trict of Columbia, with restrictions; 
meats, meat products, and meat by¬ 
products, and articles distributed by 
meat packinghouses (except hides and 
commodities in bulk), as described in 
sections A and C of appendix I to the 
report in Descriptions in Motor Carri¬ 
er Certificates, as a common carrier, 
over irregular routes, from the plant- 
site and storage facilities utilized by 
Wilson Sinclair Co., at/or near Mon¬ 
mouth, Ill., to points in Connecticut, 
Delaware, Maine, Maryland, Massa¬ 
chusetts, New Hampshire, New Jersey, 
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New York, Pennsylvania, Rhode 
Island, Vermont, Virginia, West Vir¬ 
ginia, and the District of Columbia, 
with restrictions. Lenertz, Inc., holds 
temporary authority issued by the In¬ 
terstate Commerce Commission. Is au¬ 
thorized to operate under MC-142715 
(Sub-No. 1TA) as a common carrier in 
Minnesota, Illinois, and Michigan; 
under MC-142715 (Sub-No. 2TA) as a 
common carrier in Minnesota, Illinois, 
and Wisconsin, and under MC-142715 
(Sub-No. 6TA) as a common carrier in 
Minnesota, Nebraska, Iowa, Georgia, 
North Carolina, South Carolina, and 
Tennessee. Application has been filed 
for temporary authority under section 
210a(b). 

Operating Rights Application(s) Di¬ 
rectly Related to Finance Proceed¬ 
ings 

notice 

The following operating rights 
application(s) are filed in connection 
with pending finance applications 
under section 5(2) of the Interstate 
Commerce Act, or seek tacking and/or 
gateway elimination in connection 
with transfer applications under sec¬ 
tion 212(b) of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Act. 

An original and two copies of pro¬ 
tests to the granting of the authorities 
must be filed with the Commission 
within 30 days after the date of this 
Federal Register notice. Such pro¬ 
tests shall comply with Special Rules 
247(d) of the Commission’s General 
Rules of Practice (49 CFR 1100.247), 
and include a concise statement of 
Protestant's interest in the proceeding 
and copies of its conflicting authori¬ 
ties. Verified statements in opposition 
should not be tendered at this time. A 
copy of the protest shall be served 
concurrently upon applicant's repre¬ 
sentative. or applicant if no represen¬ 
tative is named. 

Each applicant states that there will 
be no significant effect on the quality 
of the human environment resulting 
from approval of its application. 

No. MC 49392 (Sub-No. 6), filed No¬ 
vember 15, 1977. Applicant: CAMP¬ 
BELL’S MOVING CO., INC., Trevose 
and Summerton Road, Trevose, Pa. 
19047. Applicant’s representative: 
Robert J. Gallagher, Esq., 1000 Con¬ 
necticut Avenue NW., Suite 1200, 
Washington, D.C. 20036. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carri¬ 
er, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Household goods, 
as defined by the Commission, be¬ 
tween points in New Jersey, New 
York, Pennsylvania, Maryland, Dela¬ 
ware, Connecticut. Massachusetts, and 
the District of Columbia, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, all points in 
Alabama, Arizona, Arkansas, Colorado, 
Florida, Georgia. Illinois. Indiana, 
Iowa, Kansas, Kentucky, Louisiana, 


Michigan, Minnesota. Mississippi, Mis¬ 
souri, Nebraska. Ohio, Oklahoma, 
Tennessee, Texas. Virginia, West Vir¬ 
ginia, and Wisconsin. 

Note.— This is an application to eliminate 
the gateway of Champaign, Ill., and is a 
matter directly related to a section 5(2) pro¬ 
ceeding in No. MC-F-13326. published in a 
previous section of this Federal Register 
issue. If a hearing is deemed necessary, ap¬ 
plicant requests it be held at Philadelphia. 
Pa. 

Motor Carrier Alternate Routes 
Deviations 

notice 

The following letter-notices to oper¬ 
ate over deviation routes for operating 
convenience only have been filed with 
the Commission under the Deviation 
Rules—Motor Carrier of Property (49 
CFR 1042.4(0(11)). 

Protests against the use of any pro¬ 
posed deviation route herein described 
may be filed with the Commission in 
the manner and form provided in such 
rules at any time, but will not operate 
to stay commencement of the pro¬ 
posed operations unless filed within 30 
days from the date of this Federal 
Register notice. 

Each applicant states that there will 
be no significant effect on the quality 
of the human environment resulting 
from approval of its request. 

Motor Carriers op Property 

No. MC 2202 (Deviation No. 164), 
ROADWAY EXPRESS, INC., P.O. 
Box 471, 1077 Gorge Blvd., Akron, 
Ohio 44309, filed December 5, 1977. 
Carrier proposes to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, of 
general commodities, with certain ex¬ 
ceptions, over a deviation route as fol¬ 
lows: From Chicago Heights, Ill., over 
U.S. Highway 30 to junction Illinois 
Highway 394, thence over Illinois 
Highway 394 to junction Interstate 
Highway 80, thence over Interstate 
Highway 80 to junction Interstate 
Highway 55, thence over Interstate 
Highway 55 to junction Interstate 
Highway 72. thence over Interstate 
Highway 72 to junction U.S. Highway 
36, thence over U.S. Highway 36 to 
junction U.S. Highway 54, thence over 
U.S. Highway 54 to junction U.S. 
Highway 40, and return over the same 
route for operating convenience only. 
The notice indicates that the carrier is 
presently authorized to transport the 
same commodities over a pertinent 
service route as follows: From Chicago 
Heights, Ill., over U.S. Highway 30 to 
junction U.S. Highway 45, to junction 
U.S. Highway 54, thence over U.S. 
Highway 54 to Fullerton, Ill., thence 
over Illinois Highway 48 to junction 
U.S. Highway 66, thence over U.S. 
Highway 66 to junction By-Pass U.S. 
Highway 66, north of Hamel, Ill., 
thence over By-Pass U.S. Highway 66 


to junction City U.S. Highway 66, near 
Mitchell, Ill., thence over City U.S. 
Highway 66 via East St. Louis. Ill., to 
St Louis, Mo., thence over U.S. High¬ 
way 40 to junction U.S. Highway 54, 
and return over the same route. 

No. MC 2900 (Deviation No. 33). 
RYDER TRUCK LINES, INC., 2050 
Kings Rd., Jacksonville, Fla. 32209, 
filed December 6. 1977. Carrier pro¬ 
poses to operate as a common carrier , 
by motor vehicle, of general commod¬ 
ities, with certain exceptions, over a 
deviation route as follows: From junc¬ 
tion U.S. Highways 23 and 25 over U.S. 
Highway 23 to junction U.S. Highway 
223, thence over U.S. Highway 223 to 
junction U.S, Highway 127, thence 
over U.S. Highway 127 to Jackson, 
Mich., and return over the same route 
for operating convenience only. The 
notice indicates that the carrier is 
presently authorized to transport the 
same commodities over a pertinent 
service route as follows: From junction 
U.S. Highways 23 and 25 over U.S. 
Highway 23 to junction Interstate 
Highway 94. thence over Interstate 
Highway 94 to Jackson, Mich., and 
return over the same route. 

No. MC 109533 (Deviation No. 14), 
OVERNITE TRANSPORTATION 
CO., P.O. Box 1216, Richmond, Va. 
23209, filed December 1, 1977. Carrier 
proposes to operate as a common car¬ 
rier, by motor vehicle, of general com¬ 
modities, with certain exceptions, over 
a deviation route as follows: From At¬ 
lanta, Ga., over Interstate Highway 20 
to Florence, S.C., thence over U.S. 
Highway 76 to Wilmington, N.C., and 
return over the same route for operat¬ 
ing convenience only. The notice indi¬ 
cates that the carrier is presently au¬ 
thorized to transport the same com¬ 
modities over a pertinent service route 
as follows: From Atlanta, Ga., over 
U.S. Highway 29 to Charlotte, N.C.. 
thence over U.S. Highway 74 to junc¬ 
tion U.S. Highway 301. thence over 
U.S. Highway 301 to Lumberton, N.C., 
thence over North Carolina 211 to 
Bolton, N.C., thence over U.S. High¬ 
way 74 to Wilmington, N.C., and 
return over the same route. 

No. MC 112713 (Deviation No. 47). 
YELLOW FREIGHT SYSTEM. INC.. 
P.O. Box 7270, 10990 Roe Avenue. 
Shawnee Mission, Kans. 66207, filed 
November 29, 1977. Carrier proposes 
to operate as a common carrier, by 
motor vehicle, of general commodities , 
with certain exceptions, over a devi¬ 
ation route as follows: From Hutchin¬ 
son, Kans., over U.S. Highway 50 to 
junction U.S. Highway 283, thence 
over U.S. Highway 283 to junction U.S. 
Highway 54, thence over U.S. Highway 
54 to junction U.S. Highway 66. thence 
over U.S. Highway 66 to Albuquerque. 
N. Mex., and return over the same 
route for operating convenience only. 
The notice indicates that the carrier is 
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presently authorized to transport the 
same commodities, over a pertinent 
service route as follows: From Hutch¬ 
inson, Kans., over U.S. Highway 50 to 
junction Kansas Highway 7, thence 
over Kansas Highway 7 to Olathe, 
Kans., thence over Kansas Highway 
150 to junction U.S. Highway 50, 
thence over U.S. Highway 50 to 
Kansas City, Mo., thence over U.S. 
Highway 40 to Junction U.S. Highway 
24 near Lawrence, Kans., thence over 
U.S. Highway 24 to junction Kansas 
Highway 18 near Manhattan, Kans., 
thence over Kansas Highway 18 to 
junction U.S. Highway 40, thence over 
U.S. Highway 40 to junction unnum¬ 
bered highway, thence over unnum¬ 
bered highway to junction U.S. High¬ 
way 40 near Salina, Kans., thence over 
U.S. Highway 40 to junction unnum¬ 
bered highway near WaKeeney, Kans., 
thence over unnumbered highway to 
junction U.S. Highway 83, thence over 
U.S. Highway 83 to junction U.S. 
Highway 24, thence over U.S. Highway 
24 to Colby, Kans., thence over 
Kansas Highway 25 to Atwood, Kans., 
thence over U.S. Highway 36 to 
Denver. Colo., thence over U.S. High¬ 
way 85 to junction unnumbered high¬ 
way near Larkspur, Colo., thence over 
unnumbered highway to junction U.S. 
Highway 85. thence over U.S. Highway 
85 to Albuquerque. N. Mex., and 
return over the same route. 

Motor Carrier Intrastate 
Application(s) 

Notice 

The following application(s) for 
motor common carrier authority to 
operate in intrastate commerce seek 
concurrent motor carrier authoriza¬ 
tion in interstate or foreign commerce 
within the limits of the intrastate au¬ 
thority sought, pursuant to section 
206(a)(6) of the Interstate Commerce 
Act, These applications are governed 
by Special Rule 245 of the Commis¬ 
sion’s general rules of practice (49 
CFR 1100.245), which provides, among 
other things, that protests and re¬ 
quests for information concerning the 
time and place of State Commission 
hearings or other proceedings, any 
subsequent changes therein, and any 
other related matters shall be directed 
to the State Commission with which 
the application is filed and shall not 
be addressed to or filed with the Inter¬ 
state Commerce Commission. 

New York Docket No. 9525. filed No¬ 
vember 14, 1977. Applicant: GRO¬ 
CERY DISTRIBUTION SERVICES, 
INC., Steelway Boulevard, P.O. Box 
357, Liverpool, N.Y. 13088. Applicant’s 
representative: Herbert M. Canter. 305 
Montgomery Street. Syracuse, N.Y, 
13202. Certificate of Public Conve¬ 
nience and Necessity sought to oper¬ 
ate a freight service as follows: Trans¬ 


portation of: Merchandise dealt in by 
wholesale, retail, and chain grocery 
and food business houses, from the 
warehouse facilities of Paul-Jeffrey 
Co., Inc., in the town of Clay (Ononda¬ 
ga County), to all points in New York 
(except points in Rockland, West¬ 
chester, Putnam, Nassau, and Suffolk 
counties, and New York City). Re¬ 
turned, refused, and rejected ship¬ 
ments of the same commodities, in the 
reverse direction. Restricted to ship¬ 
ments moving in truckload quantities, 
only, with not more than three (3) en- 
route stop-offs exclusive of final desti¬ 
nation, which are consigned to ware¬ 
house or retail store facilities of chain 
grocery and food business houses. 
Hearing: Date, time, and place not yet 
fixed. Requests for procedural infor¬ 
mation should be addressed to New 
York State Department of Transpor¬ 
tation, 1220 Washington Avenue, 
Building 5, State Campus. Albany. 
N.Y. 12232, and should not be directed 
to the Interstate Commerce Commis¬ 
sion. 

Oklahoma Docket No. MC 41581 
filed November 22. 1977. Applicant: 
CAPITOL VAN LINES, INC., 3401 
North Rockwell, Bethany, Okla. 73008. 
Applicant’s representative: James M. 
Robinson, 1719 First National Center 
West, Oklahoma City, Okla. 73102. 
Certificate of Public Convenience and 
Necessity sought to operate a freight 
service in contract carrier operations 
transporting: Household appliances , 
manufactured and owned by Matag, 
shipped in sealed piggy back trailers, 
from Oklahoma City, Okla., to all 
points over any route in Oklahoma, 
for the owner Matage Products. Intra¬ 
state, interstate, and foreign com¬ 
merce authority sought. Hearing: Jan¬ 
uary 3, 1978, at 9 a.m., 2d floor. Jim 
Thorpe Building, Oklahoma City, 
Okla. 73105. Requests for procedural 
information should be addressed to 
Oklahoma Corporation Commission, 
Jim Thorpe Office Building, Oklaho¬ 
ma City, Okla. 73105, and should not 
be directed to the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission. 

By the Commission. 

H. G. Homme, Jr., 
Acting Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 77-35653 Filed 12-14-77; 8:45 am] 


[ 7035 - 01 ] 

(No. 5463 

ASSIGNMENT OF HEARINGS 

December 12, 1977. 

Cases assigned for hearing, post¬ 
ponement, cancellation or oral argu¬ 
ment appear below and will be pub¬ 
lished only once. This list contains 
prospective assignments only and does 
not include cases previously assigned 
hearing dates. The hearings will be on 


the issues as presently reflected in the 
Official Docket of the Commission. An 
attempt will be made to publish no¬ 
tices of cancellation of hearings as 
promptly as possible, but interested 
parties should take appropriate steps 
to insure that they are notified of can¬ 
cellation or postponements of hearings 
in which they are interested. 

MC 106195 Sub No. 16 Clark Bros. 
Transfer, Inc., now being assigned 
February 7, 1978 (1 day) for hearing 
in Omaha, Nebr., in a hearing room 
to be later designated. 

MC 134341 Sub No. 7 Strop Transpor¬ 
tation, Inc., now being assigned Feb¬ 
ruary 8, 1978 (1 day) for hearing in 
Omaha, Nebr., in a hearing room to 
be later designated. 

MC 143129 B.J.T. Transport, Inc., now 
being assigned March 14, 1978 (4 
days) for prehearing conference in 
Providence, R.I., in a hearing room 
to be later designated and continued 
to May 2, 1978 at the Offices of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission in 
Washington, D.C. 

AB 31 Sub 5, Grand Trunk Western 
Railroad Co. and The Grand Trunk 
Milwaukee Carferry Co. Abandon¬ 
ment of Its Lake Michigan Carferry 
Operation, From Eastern Port of 
Muskegon To Western Port of Mil¬ 
waukee in Muskegon County. Mich, 
and Milwaukee County, Wis. and AB 
18 Sub 21, Chesapeake and Ohio 
Railway Co. Abandonment of Car- 
ferry Service Across Lake Michigan 
Between Ludington, Mich, and 
Kawaunee, Milwaukee, and Man¬ 
itowoc, Wis. now being assigned Jan¬ 
uary 4, 1978 at Ludington, Mich, and 
will be held at the Steams Motor 
Inn, 210 East Ludington Avenue and 
continued to January 11, 1978 at 
Muskegon, Mich, and will be held at 
the Muskegon County Court House, 
January 16, 1978 at Green Bay. Wis. 
and will be held at the City Council 
Chambers, Room 203, 110 North Jef¬ 
ferson, January 20, 1978 at Man¬ 
itowoc, Wis. and will be held at the 
City Hall Council Chambers. 817 
Franklin Street and January 23, 
1978 at Milwaukee, Wis. and will be 
held at the Federal Building. Room 
398, 517 East Wisconsin Avenue. 

MC 136786 Sub 119, Robco Transpor¬ 
tation. Inc. now being assigned Feb¬ 
ruary 16. 1978 (2 days) at Kansas 
City, Mo. in a hearing room to be 
later designated. 

MC 119789 Sub No. 351 Caravan Re¬ 
frigerated Cargo, Inc., now assigned 
January 4, 1978 at Dallas. Tex., will 
be held in Room 5A15-17, Federal 
Bldg., 1100 Commerce Street. 

MC 88380 Sub No. 25 REB Transpor¬ 
tation, Inc., now assigned January 5, 
1978 at Dallas. Tex., will be held in 
Room 5A15-17, Federal Bldg., 1100 
Commerce Street. 

MC 123407 Sub No. 381 Sawyer Trans¬ 
port, Inc., now assigned January 6. 
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1978 at Dallas, Tex., will be held in 
Room 5A15-17, Federal Bldg., 1100 
Commerce Street. 

MC 107993 Sub No. 55 J. J. Willis 
Trucking Co., now assigned January 
9, 1978 at Dallas, Tex., will be held 
in Room 5A15-17, Federal Bldg., 
1100 Commerce Street. 

MC 63792 Sub No. 28 Tom Hicks 
Transfer Co., Inc., MC 107993 Sub 
No. 54 J. J. Willis Trucking Co., MC 
114211 Sub No. 316 Warren Trans¬ 
port, Inc., now assigned January 9, 
1978 at Dallas, Tex., will be held in 
Room 5A15-17, Federal Bldg., 1100 
Commerce Street. 

MC 107064 Sub No. 120 now assigned 
January 12. 1978 at Dallas, Tex., will 
be held in Room 5A15-17, Federal 
Bldg., 1100 Commerce Street. 

MC 116763 Sub No. 387 Carl Subler 
Trucking, Inc., now assigned Janu¬ 
ary 10. 1978 at Dallas. Tex., will be 
held in Room 5A15-17, Federal 
Bldg., 1100 Commerce Street. 

MC 138469 Sub No. 46 Donco Carriers, 
Inc., now assigned January 11, 1978 
at Dallas, Tex., will be held in Room 
5A15-17, Federal Bldg., 1100 Com¬ 
merce Street. 

H. G. Homme, Jr. 

Acting Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 77-35777 Filed 12-14-77; 8:45 am] 


[ 7035 - 01 ] 

[No. 36724] 

CUTTER LABORATORIES, INC 

Petition for Rolomoking—Any Quantity 
Ratings 

AGENCY: Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission. 

ACTION: Notice of request for rule- 
making. 

SUMMARY: Public comment is invit¬ 
ed on the request for a rulemaking 
proceeding to establish regulations 
prohibiting motor common carriers 
from publishing “Any Quantity” clas¬ 
sification ratings in the place of “Less 
Truckload” and “Truckload” ratings. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Mrs. Janice M. Rosenak, Deputy Di¬ 
rector. Section of Rates. Interstate 
Commerce Commission, Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 20423, 202-275-7693. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Cutter Laboratories, Inc. (petitioner), 
a shipper of a medical, biological, and 
health care products, has formally re¬ 
quested that the Commission investi¬ 
gate the lawfulness of “Any Quantity” 
classification ratings. The National 
Small Shipments Traffic Conference, 
Inc., has supported petitioner’s re¬ 
quest. 

Petitioner challenges the propriety 
of present motor common carrier clas¬ 


sification practices whereby certain 
commodities receive “Any Quantity” 
(AQ) ratings in the place of “Less- 
Truckload” (LTL) and “Truckload” 
<TL) ratings. According to petitioner, 
the failure of carriers to extend TL 
ratings to all commodities embraced 
within the National Motor Freight 
Classification (ICC-NMF-100 D) is 
contrary to the Interstate Commerce 
Act as well as the Commission’s find¬ 
ings in No. 36135, Rules Governing 
Publication of Exceptions Ratings 
Higher Than Classification Ratings 
351 I.C.C. 716 (1976). Petitioner ac¬ 
knowledges that certain commodities 
do not routinely move in truckload 
quantities but contends that the ab¬ 
sence of TL ratings on these commod¬ 
ities precludes their inclusion in mixed 
truckload shipments. The absence of 
TL ratings is alleged to result in trans¬ 
portation charges which are unjust 
and unreasonable. 

Motor common carriers and other 
interested parties are invited to com¬ 
ment upon the matters raised by peti¬ 
tioner or the propriety of a rulemak¬ 
ing proceeding to consider regulations 
to require TL ratings. Parties may also 
offer proposed regulations for the 
Commission’s consideration. Com¬ 
ments should be addressed to Acting 
Secretary Homme, Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission, 12th Street and 
Constitution Avenue, Washington. 
D.C., 20423. Where possible, an origi¬ 
nal and six copies should be sent and 
should make reference to the above- 
entitled docket. No. 36724. Persons not 
wishing to participate in a rulemaking 
proceeding but wishing to be advised 
of any subsequent proceeding may 
write a letter requesting to be placed 
on the service list in this docket. Com¬ 
ments or letters should be filed on or 
before January 16, 1978. 

H. G. Homme, Jr., 
Acting Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 77-35791 Filed 12-14-77; 8:45 am] 


[ 7035 - 01 ] 

[Notice No. 268] 

MOTOR CARRIER BOARD TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

The following publications include 
motor carrier, water carrier, broker, 
and freight forwarder transfer applica¬ 
tions filed under sections 212(b), 
206(a), 211, 312(b), and 410(g) of the 
Interstate Commerce Act. 

Each application (except as other¬ 
wise specifically noted) contains a 
statement by applicants that there 
will be no significant effect on the 
quality of the human environment re¬ 
sulting from approval of the applica¬ 
tion. 

Protests against approval of the ap¬ 
plication, which may include a request 
for oral hearing, must be filed with 


the Commission within 30 days after 
the date of this publication. Failure 
seasonably to file a protest will be con¬ 
strued as a waiver of opposition and 
participation in the proceeding. A pro¬ 
test must be served upon applicants’ 
representative(s), or applicants (if no 
such representative is named), and the 
protestant must certify that such ser¬ 
vice has been made. 

Unless otherwise specified, the 
signed original and six copies of the 
protest shall be filed with the Com¬ 
mission. All protests must specify with 
particularity the factual basis, and the 
section of the Act, or the applicable 
rule governing the proposed transfer 
which protestant believes would pre¬ 
clude approval of the application. If 
the protest contains a request for oral 
hearing, the request shall be support¬ 
ed by an explanation as to why the 
evidence sought to be presented 
cannot reasonably be submitted 
through the use of affidavits. 

The operating rights set forth below 
are in synopses form, but are deemed 
sufficient to place interested persons 
on notice of the proposed transfer. 

No. MC-FC-35476, filed November 
29, 1977. Lessee: K.K.W. TRUCKING, 
INC., 516 West 140th Streetv Gardena, 
Calif. 90248. Lessor: Western Gillette, 
Inc., 1077 Gorge Boulevard (P.O. Box 
471), Akron. Ohio 44309. Applicants’ 
representatives: David R. Parker, 2310 
Colorado State Bank Building, 1600 
Broadway, Denver, Colo. 80202; Wil¬ 
liam O. Turney, suite 1010, 7101 Wis¬ 
consin Avenue, Washington, D.C. 
20014. Authority sought for lease by 
lessee of a portion of the operating 
rights of lessor, as set forth in Certifi¬ 
cate No. MC-8948 and (Sub-No. 5), 
(Sub-No. 100), (Sub-No. 101), and 
<Sub-No. 106), issued December 5, 
1973. May 13, 1971, October 3, 1972, 
August 7, 1973, and July 21, 1975. re¬ 
spectively as follows: Uncrated new 
furniture from, to, or between points 
in California, Arizona, New Mexico, 
Texas, and Nevada. Lessee presently 
holds no authority from this Commis¬ 
sion. Application has not been filed for 
temporary authority under Section 
210a(b). 

No. MC-FC-77274, filed November 8, 
1977. Transferee: MOTEK TRANS¬ 
PORT, INC., P.O. Box 239, 2250 Maple 
Avenue, Hatfield, Pa. 19440. Transfer¬ 
or: Motek Transport Systems, Inc., 
Southeast National Bank of Pennsyl¬ 
vania, successor in interest, 406 
Avenue of the States, Chester, Pa. 
19013. Applicant’s representative: 
Maxwell A. Howell, attorney, 1511 K 
Street NW.. Washington, D.C. 20005. 
Authority sought for purchase by 
transferee of the operating rights set 
forth in Certificate No. MC 1335 and 
MC 1335 (Sub-No. 1), issued Septem¬ 
ber 28. 1967 and July 7, 1971, respec 
tively, as follows: General commod- 
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ities , with the usual exceptions, be¬ 
tween Rochester, N.Y., on the one 
hand, and. on the other, points in Or¬ 
leans and Monroe Counties, N.Y. 
within 50 miles of Rochester, N.Y., 
and general commodities with the 
usual exceptions over specified regular 
routes between Newark. N.J., and 
Philadelphia, Pa., Buffalo, N.Y., and 
New York, N.Y., Syracuse, N.Y., and 
Oswego, N.Y., and general commod¬ 
ities, with the usual exceptions be¬ 
tween points in Essex, Union. Morris, 
Passaic. Bergen, Monmouth, and 
Middlesex Counties, N.J., on the one 
hand, and, on the other, Newark, N.J. 
Transferee holds no Commission au¬ 
thority, and applicant has filed for 
temporary authority under section 
210a(b). 

No. MC-FC-77415, filed November 

17, 1977. Transferee: JOHN GRANT 
HAULAGE LTD., 2111 Lakeshore 
Road West, Mississauga, Ontario, 
Canada, L5J 1J9. Transferor: Gibsco 
Transport Ltd. (same address as trans¬ 
feree). Applicant’s representative: Wil¬ 
liam J. Hirsch, Esq., 43 Court Street, 
suite 1125, Buffalo, N.Y. 14202. Au¬ 
thority sought for purchase by trans¬ 
feree of the operating rights^of trans¬ 
feror, as set forth in Certificate No. 
MC 134651, issued April 28, 1972, as 
follows: Cement, from ports of entry 
on the United States-Canada Bound¬ 
ary line, located on the Niagara River, 
to the plantsites of Wyandotte 
Cement Inc. and the Penn-Dixie 
Cement Corp., located at or near Buf¬ 
falo, N.Y., and returned shipments 
from the above-named destination 
points to the above-named origin 
points. Transferee presently holds no 
authority from this Commission. Ap¬ 
plication has not been filed for tempo¬ 
rary authority under section 210a(b). 

No. MC-FC-77422, filed November 

18. 1977. Transferee: JAMES P. NORD 
AND RITA A. NORD, a partnership, 
doing business as NORD ENTER¬ 
PRISES. Transferor: James E. Wil¬ 
liams, doing business as Williams 
Wrecker Service, 1116 West Court 
Street. Janesville. Wis. 53545. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Wayne W. 
Wilson, 329 'West Wilson Street, P.O. 
Box 8004, Madison. Wis. 53708. Au¬ 
thority sought for purchase by trans¬ 
feree of the operating rights of trans¬ 
feror as set forth in Certificate No. 
MC 139704. issued January 7, 1976, as 
follows: Wrecked, damaged, disabled, 
inoperative, stolen, repossessed, used, 
and abandoned vehicles , and replace¬ 
ment vehicles, and parts and equip¬ 
ment for the commodities named 
above, between points in Dane, Green, 
Iowa. Jefferson, Kenosha, Rock, Wal¬ 
worth, and Lafayette Counties. Wis., 
on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in Indiana, Iowa, Illinois, and 
Minnesota. Transferee presently holds 
no authority from this Commission. 


Application has not been filed for tem¬ 
porary authority under section 
210a(b). 

No. MC-FC-77429, filed November 
28, 1977. Transferee: L. PEABODY 
TRUCKING CORP., d.b.a. L. PEA¬ 
BODY TRUCKING, INC., 9468 Via 
Vico Circle, Buena Park, Calif. 90620. 
Transferor: Leland L. Peabody, d.b.a. 
L. Peabody Trucking, Buena Park, 
Calif. Applicant’s representative: 
Leland Peabody, 9468 Via Vico Circle, 
Buena Park, Calif. 90620. Authority 
sought for purchase by transferee of 
the operating rights of transferor as 
set forth in Permit No. MC-142631, 
issued July 21, 1977, as follows: Abra¬ 
sives, insulating materials, and fire¬ 
brick, from Niagara Falls, N.Y. to Los 
Angeles, Santa Fe Springs, and Comp¬ 
ton. Calif., with no transportation for 
compensation on return except as oth¬ 
erwise authorized. Restriction: The op¬ 
erations authorized herein are limited 
to a transportation service to be per¬ 
formed under a continuing contract, 
or contracts, with Carborundum Co., 
of Niagara Falls, N.Y. Transferee pres¬ 
ently holds no authority from this 
Commission. Application has not been 
filed for temporary authority under 
section 210a(b). 

No. MC-FC-77432, filed November 
28, 1977. Transferee: ENGEL’S AUTO 
SERVICE, INC., 4724 Springdale 
Road, Cincinnati, Ohio 45239. Trans¬ 
feror: Cassey Newberry, d.b.a. Dryden 
Road Wrecker Service. 2993 Dryden 
Road, Moraine, Ohio 45439. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Judson Hoy. at- 
tomey-at-law, 1500 DuBois Tower. 
Cincinnati, Ohio 45202. Authority 
sought for purchase by transferee of 
the operating rights of transferor as 
set forth in Certificate No. MC 136134, 
issued November 8, 1972, as corrected 
December 8, 1972 as follows: Wrecked, 
disabled, or abandoned motor vehicles, 
replacement motor vehicles and re¬ 
placement and repair parts, by use of 
wrecker equipment only, between 
points in Montgomery County, Ohio, 
on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in Indiana, Illinois, Michigan. 
Pennsylvania, and West Virginia. 
Transferee presently holds no author¬ 
ity from this Commission. Application 
has not been filed for temporary au¬ 
thority under section 210a(b). 

No. MC-FC-77433, filed November 
28. 1977. Transferee: SIERP OIL CO., 
d.b.a. MARSH TRANSFER. RFD No. 
1, Box 6, Villisca, Iowa 50864. Trans¬ 
feror: Earl Marsh, d.b.a. Marsh Trans¬ 
fer, South 3d Avenue, Villisca, Iowa 
50864. Applicant's representative: 
Floyd W. Fast, President, RFD No. 1. 
Box 6. Villisca. Iowa 50864. Authority 
sought for purchase by transferee of 
the operating rights of transferor as 
set forth in Certificate No. MC 47645, 
issued October 5, 1943, as follows: 
Livestock from Carbon. Iowa, and 


points within 15 miles thereof to 
Omaha, Nebr.; general commodities 
with the usual exceptions from 
Omaha, Nebr., to Carbon, Iowa, and 
points within 15 miles thereof: and 
general commodities with the usual 
exceptions between Villisca, Iowa and 
Omaha. 'Nebr., over a specified regular 
route. Transferee holds no Commis¬ 
sion authority and does not seek sec¬ 
tion 210a(b) temporary authority. 

No. MC-FC-77436, filed November 
29, 1977. Transferee: AUTO EX¬ 

PRESS & TRANSFER CO., an Illinois 
Corporation. 1714 North 23d Street, 
East St. Louis, Ill. 62204. Transferor. 
Robert W. Williams, doing business as 
Auto Express & Transfer Co.. 1714 
North 23d Street, East St. Louis. Ill. 
62204. Applicant's representative: Eric 
Margolis, Attorney, 100 South Lincoln, 
O’Fallon, Ill. 62269. Authority sought 
for purchase by transferee of the oper¬ 
ating rights of transferor set forth in 
Certificate No. MC 20043, issued De¬ 
cember 26, 1956, as follows: General 
commodities with the usual excep¬ 
tions between points in the St. Louis, 
Mo.-East St. Louis, Ill. Commercial 
Zone. Transferee holds no Commission 
authority and does not seek section 
210a(b) authority. 

No. MC-FC-77438, filed December 2. 
1977. Transferee: MANNS TRUCK 
LINE. INC., R.R. No. 1. Columbia, Mo. 
65201. Transferor: Brown Yancey 
(Alma Yancey. Administratrix), New 
Bloomfield, Mo. 65063. Applicant’s 
representative: J. Turner Jones, Attor- 
ney-at-Law, 11 North 7th Street, Co¬ 
lumbia, Mo. 65201. Authority sought 
for purchase by transferee of the oper¬ 
ating rights of transferor, as set forth 
in Certificate No. MC 117031 (Sub-No. 
1), (Sub-No. 2), (Sub-No. 3), and (Sub- 
No. 6), Issued June 30, 1958, May 28, 
1959, March 17, 1961, and August 23. 
1967, respectively as follows: Fertilizer 
and feeds, from, to, or between points 
in Illinois. Missouri. Kansas, and Ten¬ 
nessee. Transferee presently holds no 
authority from this Commission. Ap¬ 
plication has not been filed for tempo¬ 
rary authority under section 210a(b). 

No. MC-FC-77442, filed December 5, 
1977. Transferee: SULLIVAN 

MOVING AND STORAGE. INC., 228 
South Saint Clair Street, Toledo. Ohio 
43602. Transferor. Bowling Green 
Transfer. Inc., 530 South Maple 
Street. Bowling Green. Ohio 43402. 
Applicant’s representative: Paul F. 
Beery, Paul F. Beery Co.. L.P.A.. 275 
East State Street, Columbus, Ohio 
43215. Authority sought for purchase 
by transferee of the operating rights 
of transferor, as set forth in Certifi¬ 
cate of Public Convenience and Neces¬ 
sity No. MC 51312, issued April 14, 
1958, as follows: Irregular Routes: 
Dump bodies, hoists, and parts thereof, 
in initial movements, by truckaway 
method, from Bowling Green, Ohio, to 
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points in Indiana, Illinois, Wisconsin, 
Kentucky, West Virginia. Michigan, 
Pennsylvania, New Jersey, New York, 
and Ohio; and parts and materials 
used in the manufacture of dump 
bodies and hoists, from the above- 
specified destination points to Bowling 
Green, Ohio; Dump-truck bodies, truck 
bodies, designed for the transportation 
of dry cement in bulk, hoists, power 
gates, and repair or replacement parts 
thereof, from Bowling Green, Ohio, to 
points in Colorado, Florida, Georgia. 
Iowa, Kansas, Nebraska, North Caroli¬ 
na, Tennessee, and Virginia; House¬ 
hold goods, between Bowling Green, 
Ohio, and points in Wood County, 
Ohio, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in Illinois, Indiana, Ken¬ 
tucky, Michigan, New York, Pennsyl¬ 
vania, West Virgina, and Wisconsin. 
Certificate of Public Convenience and 
Necessity No. MC 51312 (Sub-No. 9), 
issued January 5, 1967. as follows: Ir- 


NOTICES 

regular routes: Truck bodies (other 
than dump bodies), and parts thereof, 
when moving in connection therewith, 
from Bowling Green, Ohio, to South 
Bend, Ind.; Parts and materials used 
in the manufacture of the truck bodies 
described above, from Muncie, Ind., 
Detroit, and Ecorse, Mich., Lacka¬ 
wanna, N.Y., and Aliquippa, Pitts¬ 
burgh, and Yorktown, Pa., to Bowling 
Green, Ohio. Certificate of Public 
Convenience and Necessity No. MC 
51312 (Sub-No. 12), issued June 1, 
1973, as follows: Irregular routes: (1) 
Street maintenance, repair and clean¬ 
ing equipment, (2) Cranes, hoists, and 
power gates, designed for use on truck 
bodies, and (3) Parts, attachments, 
and accessories, for commodities de¬ 
scribed in (1) and (2). above, when 
moving therewith (except commodities 
requiring special equipment), from 
Bowling Green, Ohio, to points in 
Connecticut, Delaware, Illinois, Indi¬ 


ana, Kentucky, Maine, Massachusetts, 
New Hampshire, New Jersey, New 
York, North Carolina, Ohio* Pennsyl¬ 
vania, Rhode Island. Tennessee, Ver¬ 
mont, Virginia, West Virginia, and the 
District of Columbia. Restriction: The 
service authorized herein is restricted 
to the transportation of traffic origi¬ 
nating at the plant and warehouse 
sites of Daybrook Division of Gulf & 
Western Metals Forming Co., Gulf 
Western Industries at Bowling Green, 
Ohio, and destined to the above- 
named States. Transferee presently 
holds no authority from this Commis¬ 
sion. Application has been filed for 
temporary authority under section 
210a(b). 


H. G. Homme, Jr., 
Acting Secretary. 

fFR Doc. 77-35776 Filed 12-14-77; 8:45 am] 
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sunshine act meetings 


This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER contains notices of meetings published under the '’Government in the Sunshine Act" (Pub. L 94-409), 5 U.S.C 
552b(eK3). 


CONTENTS 


Items 

Commodity Futures Trading 

Commission. 1, 2. 3 

Federal Communications 

Commission. 4. 5, 

6,7 

Federal Energy Regulatory 

Commission. 8 

Federal Home Loan Mortgage 

Corporation. 9. 10 

Federal Reserve System (Board 

of Governors). 11 

Federal Trade Commission. 12. 13 

Foreign Claims Settlement 

Commission. 14 

Indian Claims Commission. 15 

Interstate Commerce 
Commission. 16 


[ 6351 - 01 ] 

1 

COMMODITY FUTURES TRADING 
COMMISSION. 

TIME AND DATE: 9:30 a.m., Decem¬ 
ber 16. 1977. 

PLACE: 2033 K Street NW.. Washing¬ 
ton, D.C., 8th floor conference room. 

STATUS: Closed. 

MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: 
Judicial Session. 

CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE IN¬ 
FORMATION: 

Jane Stuckey, 202-254-6314. 

[S-2061-77 Filed 12-13-77; 10:38 am] 


[ 6351 - 01 ] 

2 

COMMODITY FUTURES TRADING 
COMMISSION. 

TIME AND DATE: 11 a.m., December 
23. 1977. 

PLACE: 2033 K Street NW.. Washing¬ 
ton, D.C., 8th floor conference room. 

STATUS: Closed. 

MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: 
Market Surveillance Meeting. 

CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE IN¬ 
FORMATION: 

Jane Stuckey, 202-254-6314. 

(S-2062-77 Filed 12-13-77; 10:38 am) 


[ 6351 - 01 ] 

3 

COMMODITY FUTURES TRADING 
COMMISSION. 

TIME AND DATE: 10 a.m. December 
20. 1977. 

PLACE: 2033 K Street NW.. Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 5th floor hearing room. 

STATUS: Parts of this meeting will be 
open to the public. The rest of the 
meeting will be closed to the public. 

MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: 
Portions open to the public: 

Study on the Regulation of Forward Con¬ 
tracting. 

Portions closed to the public: 
Enforcement Matters. 

CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE IN¬ 
FORMATION: 

Jane Stuckey, 202-254-6314. 

IS-2063-77 Filed 12-13-77: 10:38 am] 


[ 6712 - 01 ] 

4 

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION. 

TIME AND DATE: 9:30 a.m., Thurs¬ 
day. December 15. 1977. 

PLACE: Room 856, 1919 M Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

STATUS: Open Commission Meeting. 

CHANGES IN THE MEETING: The 
following agenda item should be de¬ 
leted: 

Agenda, Item No. t and Subject 

Safety and Special Radio Services—1— 
Request for waiver of Rule 
83.132(a)(2) to allow specified ship 
stations to transmit data on radio¬ 
telephone frequencies. 

CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE IN¬ 
FORMATION: 

Samuel M. Sharkey, FCC Public In¬ 
formation Officer, 202-632-7260. 

Issued: December 12, 1977. 

1S-2071-77 Filed 12-13-77; 3:41 pm] 


[ 6712 - 01 ] 

5 

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

TIME AND DATE: 9:30 a.m., Thurs¬ 
day, December 15, 1977. 

PLACE: Room 856, 1919 M Street 
NW.. Washington, D.C. 

STATUS: Open Commission Meeting. 
MATTER TO BE CONSIDERED: 

The agenda item listed below was in¬ 
advertently omitted from the Decem¬ 
ber 15th Public Notice (No. 92516): 

Agenda and Item No. 

Common Carrier—2—AT&T’s petition 
for modification of procedures in 
Docket No. 21402. 

CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE IN¬ 
FORMATION: 

Samuel M. Sharkey, FCC Public In¬ 
formation Officer, 202-632-7260. 

Issued: December 12. 1977. 

[S-2072-77 Filed 12-13-77; 3:41 pm] 


[ 6712 - 01 ] 

6 

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION. 

TIME AND DATE: 9:30 a.m., Thurs¬ 
day. December 15, 1977. 

PLACE: Room 856, 1919 M Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

STATUS: Open Commission meeting. 

CHANGES IN THE MEETING: The 
following agenda item should be de¬ 
leted: 

Agenda, Item No. t and Subject 

Cable Television—1—Petitions for stay 
of the Commission decision in 
Vanhu, Inc . (Seattle, Wash.) filed by 
United Community Antenna Sys¬ 
tems, Inc., and Tele-Vue Systems, 
Inc., and KIRO, Inc.’s objections. 

CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE IN¬ 
FORMATION: 

Smauel M. Sharkey, FCC Public In¬ 
formation Officer. 202-632-7260. 

Issued: December 13, 1977. 

[S-2073-77 Filed 12-13-77; 3:41 pm] 
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[ 6712 - 01 ] 

7 

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION. 

“FEDERAL REGISTER’* CITATION 
OF PREVIOUS ANNOUNCEMENT: 
Vol. 42, page 60831, November 29. 
1977, and vol. 42, page 61704, Decem¬ 
ber 6. 1977. 

PREVIOUSLY ANNOUNCED TIME 
AND DATE OF MEETING: Follows 
9:30 a.m., open Commission meeting, 
Thursday, December 8, 1977. 

STATUS: Special open Commission 
meeting. 

CHANGES IN THE MEETING: This 
meeting has been canceled. 

CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE IN¬ 
FORMATION: 

Samuel M. Sharkey, FCC Public In¬ 
formation Officer, 202-632-7260. 

Issued: December 8. 1977. 

[S- 2074-77 Filed 12-13-77; 3:41 pml 


[ 6740 - 02 ] 

8 

FEDERAL ENERGY REGULATORY 
COMMISSION. 

The following notice of meeting is 
published pursuant to section 3(a) of 
the Government in the Sunshine Act 
(Pub. L. No. 94-409) 5 U.S.C. 552b: 

TIME AND DATE: December 20, 1977, 
10 a.m. 

STATUS: Open. 

MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: 
(Agenda.) 

Note.— Items listed on the agenda may be 
deleted without further notice. 

CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE IN¬ 
FORMATION: 

Kenneth F. Plumb, Secretary, 202- 
275-4166. 

This is a list of matters to be consid¬ 
ered by the Commission. It does not 
include a listing of all papers relevant 
to the items on the agenda. However, 
all public documents may be examined 
in the Office of Public Information, 
room 1000. 

Power Agenda. 44th Meeting— 
December 20, 1977— Regular Meeting 

I. LICENSED PROJECT MATTERS 

P-1. Project No. 516, Docket No. E- 
7791, South Carolina Electric & Gas 
Co. 

P-2. Project No. 2494, Puget Sound 
Power & Light Co. 

P-3. Project No. 2753, Jersey Central 
Power & Light Co. 

P-4. Project No. 82, Alabama Power 
Co. 


SUNSHINE ACT MEETINGS 

II. ELECTRIC RATE MATTERS 

ER-1. Docket Nos. ER78-70 and 
ER78-71, Pennsylvania Power & 
Light Co. 

ER-2. Docket Nos. ER78-19 and 
ER78-81, Florida Power & Light Co. 

ER-3. Docket No. ER77-511, New 
York Power Pool. 

ER-4. Docket No. ER76-813, Jersey 
Power & Light Co. 

ER-5. Docket No. ER76-205. Southern 
California Edison Co. 

Power Agenda, 44th Meeting—Decem¬ 
ber 20, 1977—Regular Meeting 

CAP-1. Docket No. ER78-64, Florida 
Power Corp. 

CAP-2. Docket No. ER78-62, Vermont 
Electric Power Co. 

CAP-3. Docket No. ER78-69, Illinois 
Power Co. 

CAP-4. Docket No. E-9605,.Black Hills 
Power & Light Co. 

CAP-5. Docket No. E-74-77, Kansas 
City Power & Light Co. 

CAP-6. Project No. 2788, F.W.E. Sta- 
penhorst, Inc. 

CAP-7. Docket No. E-9579, Idaho 
Power Co. 

CAP-8. Otter Tail Power Co. v. Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission, 8th 
Cir., No. 77-152. 

CAP-9. Docket No. ID-1549, Gerald P. 
Maloney. 

Miscellaneous Agenda, 44th Meet¬ 
ing—December 20. 1977—Regular 

Meeting 

M-l. Docket No. RM77-20, Pipeline 
transportation rate schedules. 

Miscellaneous Agenda, 44th 
Meeting—December 20, 1977- 
Regular Meeting 

CM-1. Virginia Electric & Power Co. 

Gas Agenda, 44th Meeting— 

December 20, 1977— Regular Meeting 

i. pipeline rate matters 

A. Pipeline Rates (PGA) 

RP-1. Docket Nos. RP71-107 (Phase 
II) and RP72-127 (PGA No. 78-1 and 
R&D No. 78-1). Northern Natural 
Gas Co. 

RP-2. Docket No. RP72-149 (PGA 77- 
10), Mississippi River Transmission 
Corp. 

RP-3. Reserved. 

RP-4. Reserved. 

RP-5. Reserved. 

B. Pipeline Rates 

RP-6. Docket No. RP76-34, Northwest 
Pipeline Corp. 

RP-7. Docket No. RP77-17, Eastern 
Shore Natural Gas Co. 

RP-8. Docket No. RP76-73, Distrigas 
of Massachusetts Corp. 

RP-9. Docket No. RP77-94, Western 
Gas Interstate Co. 


II. producer matters 

A. Producer Abandonment 

CI-1. Docket Nos. G-8820, et al., 
Texaco, Inc., et al.; Docket No. CI77- 
222, Exxon Corp. 

CI-2. Docket No. CP75-295. Texas Gas 
Transmission Corp.; Docket No. 
CI71-117, Edwin L. Cox (operator). 

CI-3. Reserved. 

CI-4. Reserved. 

CI-5. Reserved. 

B. Producer Sales 

CI-6. (A) Docket No. CP77-558. United 
Gas Pipe Line Co.; (B) Docket No. 
CP77-577, Michigan Wisconsin Pipe 
Line Co. 

CI-7. Reserved. 

CI-8. Reserved. 

CI-9. Reserved. 

C. Small Producer Certificates 

CI-10. Docket No. CS77-767, Emon A. 
Mahoney. 

III. PIPELINE CERTIFICATE MATTERS 

A. Pipeline Certificates 

CP-1. Docket No. CP77-453, Transcon¬ 
tinental Gas Pipe Line Corp. 

CP-2. Reserved. 

CP-3. Reserved. 

CP-4. Reserved. 

B. Order No. 533 Authorizations 

CP-5. Docket No. CP76-185, Transcon¬ 
tinental Gas Pipe Line Corp. 

CP-6. Reserved. 

CP-7. Reserved. 

CP-8. Reserved. 

C. Storage 

CP-9. Docket No. CP75-33, Mountain 
Fuel Supply Co. 

CP-10. Docket No. CP77-642, Natural 
Gas Pipeline Co. of America. 

CP-11. Reserved. 

CP-12. Reserved. 

CP-13. Reserved. 

D. Liquefied Natural Gas 

CP-14. Docket No. CP75-140. et al., 
Pacific Alaska LNG Co., et al. 

CP-15. Reserved. 

CP-1 6. Reserved. 

CP-17. Reserved. 

E. Curtailment 

CP-18. Docket No. RP76-3, The 
Inland Gas Co., Inc. 

CP-19. Fort Pierce Utility Authority of 
the City of Fort Fierce, et al. v. Fed¬ 
eral Power Commission, 526 F. 2d 
993 (5th Cir. 1976). 

CAG-1. Docket No. RP73-8 (PGA Nos. 
78-2 and PGA78-2a), North Penn 
Gas Co. 

CAG-2. Docket No. RP73-17 (PGA No. 
78-1), Granite State Gas Transmis¬ 
sion, Inc. 

CAG-3. Docket No. CP78-39, Tennes¬ 
see Gas Pipeline Co., a Division of 
Tenneco, Inc. 
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CAG-4. Docket No. CP77-562, Cities 
Service Gas Co. 

CAG-5. Docket No. CP78-10, Lone 

Star Gathering Co. 

CAG-6. Docket No. CP78-11, Lone 

Star Gas Co., a Division of Enserch 
Corp. 

CAG-7. Docket No. CP78-12, Lone 

Star Gas Co., a Division of Enserch 
Corp. 

CAG-8. Docket No. CP78-13, Lone 

Star Gas Co., a Division of Enserch 
Corp. 

CAG-9. Docket No. CP78-47, Arkansas 
Oklahoma Gas Corp. 

CAG-10. Docket No. CP77-501, Arkan¬ 
sas Louisiana Gas Co. 

CAG-11. (A) Public Service Commis¬ 
sion for the Slate of New York v. Fed¬ 
eral Energy Regulatory Commission . 
D.C. Cir. Nos. 73-1338 and 74-1301. 
(B) Texas Eastern Transmission 
Corp. v. Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission, D.C. Cir. No. 74-1781. 

CAG-12. Docket Nos. CI77-490 and 
CI77-492, Union Oil Co. of Califor¬ 
nia; Docket No. CI77-578. Mobil Oil 
Corp.: Docket No. CI77-586 and 
CI77-708, Texas Eastern Exploration 
Co.; Docket No. CI77-786, Chevron 
U.S.A., Inc. 

Kenneth P. Plumb, 
Secretary . 

1S-2075-77 Piled 12-13-77; 3:41 pm] 


16720 - 01 ] 

9 

FEDERAL HOME LOAN MORT¬ 
GAGE CORPORATION. 

TIME AND DATE: At the conclusion 
of the open meeting to be held at 4 
p.m., December 16, 1977. 

PLACE: 320 1st Street NW., room 630, 
Washington, D.C. 

STATUS: Closed meeting. 

CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE IN¬ 
FORMATION: 

Mr. Henry Judy, 202-624-7107. 

MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: 
Consideration of Salary for Vice Presi¬ 
dent-Marketing. Appointment of Vice 
President-Marketing. Consideration of 
Salary Adjustments. 

No. Ill, December 9. 1977. An¬ 
nouncement is being made at the earli¬ 
est practicable time. 

Ronald A. Snider, 
Assistant Secretary. 
tS-2067-77 Piled 12-13-77: 3:48 am] 


16720 - 01 ] 

10 

FEDERAL HOME LOAN MORT¬ 
GAGE CORPORATION. 


TIME AND DATE: 4 p.m., December 
16. 1977. 

PLACE: 320 First Street NW., room 
630, Washington. D.C. 

STATUS: Open meeting. 

CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE IN¬ 
FORMATION: 

Mr. Henry Judy. 202-624-7107. 

MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: 
Consideration of Final Regulations 
Implementing the Privacy Act. Consid¬ 
eration of FHLMC Status Report on 
the New FHLBB Building. Consider¬ 
ation of Republication of Corporation 
FOIA Information and Rules. Consid¬ 
eration of Application to become an 
Eligible Mortgage Insurer—Secura In¬ 
surance Co., Atlanta, Ga. 

No. 110, December 9. 1977. An¬ 

nouncement is being made at the earli¬ 
est practicable time. 

Ronald A. Snider, 
Assista n t Secreta ry. 
IS-2068-77 Filed 12-13-77; 3:41 pm] 


[ 6210 - 01 ] 

11 

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM 
(BOARD OF GOVERNORS). 

TIME AND DATE: 10 a.m., Monday, 
December 19, 1977. 

PLACE: 20th Street and Constitution 
Avenue NW., Washington. D.C. 20551. 

STATUS: Closed. 

MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: 

1. Proposed negotiation of the pur¬ 
chase of a site for the new building for 
the Baltimore Branch of the Federal 
Reserve Bank of Richmond. 

2. Any agenda items carried forward 
from a previously announced meeting. 

CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE IN¬ 
FORMATION: 

Mr. Joseph R. Coyne, Assistant to 
the Board, 202-452-3204. 

Dated: December 12, 1977 

Griffith L. Garwood, 
Deputy Secretary of the Boa rdL 
IS-2064-77 Piled 12-13-77; 12:09 pm] 
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12 

FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION. 

TIME AND DATE: 10 a.m., Tuesday. 
December 20. 1977. 

PLACE: Room 432, Federal Trade 
Commission Building, 6th Street and 
Pennsylvania Avenue NW., Washing¬ 
ton. D.C. 20580. 

STATUS: Closed. 


MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: 
The Commission has not yet sched¬ 
uled any matters for discussion at this 
meeting. If no item is placed on the 
agenda by 10 a.m., Tuesday, December 
20. 1977, the meeting will automatical¬ 
ly be canceled. Any items that are 
placed on the agenda before that time 
w’ill be announced in accordance with 
the additional information procedures 
posted with Commission meeting no¬ 
tices outside room 130 of the Federal 
Trade Commission Building. 

CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE IN¬ 
FORMATION: 

Wilbur T. Weaver, Office of Public 
Information: 202-523-3830; Recorded 
Message: 202-523-3806. 

S-2069-77 Filed 12-13-77; 3:41 pm] 
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FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION. 

TIME AND DATE: 10 a.m.. Wednes¬ 
day. December 21, 1977. 

PLACE: Room 432, Federal Trade 
Commission Building, 6th Street and 
Pennsylvania Avenue NW., Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 20580. 

STATUS: Open. 

MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: 
The Commission has not yet sched¬ 
uled any matters for discussion at this 
meeting. If no item is placed on the 
agenda by 10 a.m., Wednesday, Decem¬ 
ber 21, 1977. the meeting will auto¬ 
matically be canceled. Any items that 
are placed on the agenda before that 
time will be announced in accordance 
with the additional information proce¬ 
dures posted with Commission meet¬ 
ing notices outside room 130 of the 
Federal Trade Commission Building. 

CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE IN¬ 
FORMATION: 

Wilbur T. Weaver. Office of Public 
Information: 202-523-3830; Recorded 
Message: 202-523-3806. 

[S-2070-77 Filed 12-13-77; 3:41 pm] 
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FOREIGN CLAIMS SETTLEMENT 
COMMISSION. 

(F.C.S.C. Meeting Notice No. 16-77] 

Announcement in Regard to 
Commission Meetincs and Hearings 

The Foreign Claims Settlement 
Commission, pursuant to its regula¬ 
tions (45 CFR Part 504), and the Gov¬ 
ernment in the Sunshine Act (5 U.S.C. 
552b), hereby gives notice in regard to 
the scheduling of open meetings and 
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SUNSHINE ACT MEETINGS 


oral hearings for the transaction of 
routine Commission business and 
other matters specified, as follows: 

Date, Time, and Subject Matter 

Wednesday, January 4, 1978, at 10:30 
a.m.—Routine Business. 

Wednesday, January 11. 1978, at 10:30 
a.m.—Routine Business. 

Wednesday, January 18, 1978, at 10:30 
a.m.—Routine Business. 

Wednesday. January 25, 1978, at 10:30 
a.m.—Routine Business. 

Subject matter listed above, not dis¬ 
posed of at the scheduled meeting, 
may be carried over to the agenda of 
the following meeting. 

All meetings are held at the Foreign 
Claims Settlement Commission, 1111 
20th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 
Requests for information, or advance 
notices of intention to observe a meet¬ 
ing, may be directed to: Executive Di¬ 
rector, Foreign Claims Settlement 
Commission, 1111 20th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 20579, 202-653-6156. 


Dated at Washington, D.C., on De¬ 
cember 12, 1977. 

Francis T. Masterson, 
Executive Director. 
CS-2065-77 Fil ed 12-13 -77; 12:09 pm] 
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INDIAN CLAIMS COMMISSION. 

TIME AND DATE: 10:15 a.m., Decem¬ 
ber 21, 1977. 

PLACE: Room 600, 1730 K Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

STATUS: Open to the public. Dockets 
74 and 332-C, Sioux. Dockets 27-B and 
338, Delaware. 

FOR MORE INFORMATION: 

David H. Bigelow, Executive Direc¬ 
tor, room 640, 1730 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 20006, 202-653- 
6174. 

[S-2066-77 Filed 12-13-77; 12:09 pml 

[ 7035 - 01 ] 

16 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE COM¬ 
MISSION. 

TIME AND DATE: 9:30 a.m., Tuesday, 
December 20, 1977. 


PLACE: Room 4225, Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission Building, 12th 
Street and Constitution Avenue NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

STATUS: Open regular conference. 
MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: 

1. Election of Vice Chairman. 

2. Division assignments (naming of 
Division Chairmen and choosing other 
members by lot). 

3. Keeping official minutes of ICC 
open conferences (discussion and 
voting). 

4. Revision of the Organization Min¬ 
utes—particularly items 2(a)(5), 3(d), 
4(b)(4). 4(c)(6), 4(c)(8), 5(a)(2), 5(a)(7), 
5(c), 6(b), 6(h) (discussion and voting). 

5. Handling of "Big” Rail Finance 
Consolidation Proceedings (report of 
Ad Hoc Commission Committee—dis¬ 
cussion and possible voting). 

CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE IN¬ 
FORMATION: 

Office of Information and Consumer 

Affairs, Douglas Baldwin, Director, 

202-275-7252. 

The Commission's professional staff 
will be available to brief news media 
representatives on conference issues at 
the conclusion of the meeting. 

IS-2076-77 Filed 12-13-77; 3:51 pm) 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 


[ 4210-01 ] 

Title 24—Housing and Urban Development 

CHAPTER X—FEDERAL INSURANCE AD¬ 
MINISTRATION, DEPARTMENT OF 
HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT 

SUBCHAPTER B—NATIONAL FLOOD 
INSURANCE PROGRAM 

(Docket No. FT-454] 

PART 1920—PROCEDURE FOR MAP 
CORRECTION 

Letter of Map Amendment for Orange 
County, Calif. 

AGENCY: Federal Insurance Admin¬ 
istration, HUD. 

ACTION: Final rule. 

SUMMARY: The Federal Insurance Ad¬ 
ministrator published a list of communi¬ 
ties for which the Federal Insurance Ad¬ 
ministration (FLA) published maps 
identifying Special Flood Hazard Areas. 
This list included Orange County, (unin¬ 
corporated areas), Calif. It has been de¬ 
termined by FI A, after acquiring addi¬ 
tional flood information and after fur¬ 
ther technical review of the Flood Haz¬ 
ard Boundary Map for Orange County, 
Calif, that certain property is not within 
the Special Flood Hazard Area. This map 
amendment, by establishing that the 
subject property is not within the Special 
Flood Hazard Area, removes the require¬ 
ment to purchase flood insurance for 
that property as a condition of Federal 
or federally related financial assistance 
for construction or acquisition purposes. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: December 15, 1977. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Mr. Richard W. Krimm, Assistant Ad¬ 
ministrator, Office of Flood Insurance, 
202-755-5581 or toll free line 800-424- 
8872, Room 5270, 451 Seventh Street 
SW., Washington, D.C. 20410. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: If 
a property owner was required to pur¬ 
chase flood insurance as a condition of 
Federal or federally related financial as¬ 
sistance for construction or acquisition 
purposes, and the lender now agrees to 
waive the property owner from main¬ 
taining flood insurance coverage on the 
basis of this map amendment, the prop¬ 
erty owner may obtain a full refund of 
the premium paid for the current policy 
year, provided that no claim is pending 
or has been paid on the policy in question 
during the same policy year. The pre¬ 
mium refund may be obtained from the 
National Flood Insurers Association 
(NFTA) through the agent or broker who 
sold the policy. 

The map amendments listed below are 
in accordance with § 1920.7(b): Map No. 
H 060212 Panel 32, published on Janu¬ 
ary 28, 1975 in 40 FR 4126, indicates that 
a portion of Orange County, Calif, (unin¬ 
corporated areas), known as Midway 
City as shown on Sectional District Map 
Numbers 12-5-11 and 13-5-11 of Orange 
County, is within the Special Flood Haz¬ 
ard Area. 


Map No. H 060212 Panel 32 is hereby 
corrected to reflect that the aforemen¬ 
tioned Map Panel in its entirety is not 
within the Special Flood Hazard Area 
identified bn January 10, 1975. 

(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title 
XITI of Housing and Urban Development Act 
of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33 FR 
17804, November 28, 1968), as amended: (42 
UJS.C. 4001-4128); and Secretary's delegation 
of authority to Federal Insurance Adminis¬ 
trator. 34 FR 2680, February 27. 1969, as 
amended (39 FR 2787, January 24. 1974).) 

Issued: November 7, 1977. 

Patricia Roberts Harris, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc.77-35379 Filed 12-14-77:8:45 am] 


[ 4210-01 ] 

l Docket No. FI-30121 

PART 1920—PROCEDURE FOR MAP 
CORRECTION 

Letter of Map Amendment for the City of 
West Hartford, Conn. 

AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis¬ 
tration, HUD. 

ACTION: Final rule. 

SUMMARY: The Federal Insurance Ad¬ 
ministrator published a list of communi¬ 
ties for which the Federal Insurance Ad¬ 
ministration (FLA) published maps iden¬ 
tifying Special Flood Hazard Areas. This 
list included the City of West Hartford. 
Conn. It has been determined by FLA, 
after acquiring additional flood informa¬ 
tion and after further technical review of 
the Flood Insurance Rate Map for the 
City of West Hartford, Conn, that cer¬ 
tain property is not within the Special 
Flood Hazard Area. This map amend¬ 
ment. by establishing that the subject 
property is not within the Special Flood 
Hazard Area, removes the requirement 
to purchase flood insurance for that 
property as a condition of Federal or fed¬ 
erally related financial assistance for 
construction or acquisition purposes. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: December 15. 1977. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Mr. Richard W. Krimm, Assistant Ad¬ 
ministrator. Office of Flood Insurance, 
202-755-5581 or toll free line 800-424- 
8872, Room 5270, 451 Seventh Street 
SW., Washington, D.C. 20410. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: If 
a property owner was required to pur¬ 
chase flood insurance as a condition of 
Federal or federally related financial as¬ 
sistance for construction or acquisition 
purposes, and the lender now agrees to 
waive the property owner from main¬ 
taining flood insurance coverage on the 
basis of this map amendment, the prop¬ 
erty owner may obtain a full refund of 
the premium paid for the current policy 
year, provided that no claim is pending 
or has been paid on the policy in question 
during the same policy year. The pre¬ 
mium refund may be obtained from the 


National Flood Insurers Association 
(NFIA) through the agent or broker who 
sold the policy. 

The map amendments listed below are 
in accordance with $ 1920.7(b): 

Map No. H and 1095082, Panel 06, pub¬ 
lished on June 29, 1977 in 42 FR 33206, 
indicates that Lot 4 on a map entitled 
“Linbrook Falls, Property of Samuel H. 
Gross, Incorporated”, as recorded in Vol¬ 
ume 603, Page 286, in the office of the 
City Clerk of West Hartford, Conn., is 
within the Special Flood Hazard Area. 

Map No. H and I 095082. Panel 06 is 
hereby corrected to reflect that the exist¬ 
ing structure located on the above prop¬ 
erty is not within the Special Flood Haz¬ 
ard Area identified on September 24, 
1971. The existing structure is in Zone C. 
(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title 
XIII of Housing and Urban Development Act 
of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33 FR 
17804, November 28, 1968), as amended; 42 
U.S.O. 4001-4128; and Secretary’s delegation 
of authority to Federal Insurance Admin¬ 
istrator 34 FR 2680. February 27. 1969, as 
amended (39 FR 2787, January 24, 1974).) 

Issued: November 7, 1977. 

Patricia Roberts Harris, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc.77-35380 Filed 12-14-77:8:45 ami 


[ 4210 - 01 ] 

[Docket No. FI-26001 

PART 1920—PROCEDURE FOR MAP 
CORRECTION 

Letter of Map Amendment for the City of 
Rochester, Minn. 

AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis¬ 
tration, HUD. 

ACTION: Final rule. 

SUMMARY: The Federal Insurance Ad¬ 
ministrator published a list of commun- 
ties for which the Federal Insurance Ad¬ 
ministrator published a list of communi- 
tifying Special Flood Hazard Areas. This 
list included the City of Rochester, Minn. 
It has been determined by FIA, after ac¬ 
quiring additional flood information and 
after further technical review of the 
Flood Insurance Rate Map for the City 
of Rochester, Minn., that certain prop¬ 
erty is not within the Special Flood Haz¬ 
ard Area. 

This map amendment, by establishing 
that tlie subject property is not within 
the Special Hood Hazard Area, removes 
the requirement to purchase flood in¬ 
surance for that property as a condition 
of Federal or federally related financial 
assistance for construction or acquisi¬ 
tion purposes. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: December 15, 1977. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Mr. Richard Krimm, Assistant Admin¬ 
istrator. Office of Flood Insurance, 
202-755-5581 or toll free line 800-424- 
8872. Room 5270, 451 Seventh Street 
SW., Washington, D.C. 20410. 
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SUPPLEMENTARY INFORM ATION: 
If a property owner was required to pur¬ 
chase flood insurance as a condition of 
Federal or federally related financial as¬ 
sistance for construction or acquisition 
purposes, and the lender now agrees to 
waive the property owner from maintain¬ 
ing flood insurance coverage on the basis 
of this map amendment, the property 
owner may obtain a full refund of the 
premium paid for the current policy 
year, provided that no claim is pending 
or has been paid on the policy in question 
during the same policy year. The pre¬ 
mium refund may be obtained from the 
National Flood Insurers Association 
(NFIA) through the agent or broker who 
sold the policy. 

The map amendments listed below are 
in accordance with 5 1920.7(b): 

Map No. H&I 275246A Panel 09, pub¬ 
lished on June 29, 1977, in 42 FR 33217, 
indicates that Lot 18, Block 1, Meadow 
Park Fifth Subdivision, Rochester, 
Minn., as recorded as Document No. 
15825, in the office of the Registrar of 
Titles of Olmsted County, Minn., is 
within the Special Flood Hazard Area. 

Map No. H&I 275246A Panel 09 is 
hereby corrected to reflect that the exist¬ 
ing structure on the above property is in 
Zone B and is not within the Special 
Flood Hazard Area identified on June 29. 
1977. 

(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title 
XIII of Housing and Urban Development Act 
of 1968), effective January 28. 1969 (33 FR 
17804, November 28, 1968), as amended; 42 
U.S.C. 4001-4128; and Secretary's delegation 
of authority to Federal Insurance Adminis¬ 
trator. 34 FR 2680, February 27. 1969, as 
amended (39 FR 2787, January 24, 1974).) 

Issued: November 7,1977. 

Patricia Roberts Harris, 
Secretary. 

|FR Doc.77-35381 Filed 12-14-77:8:45 am] 


[ 4210 - 01 ] 

[Docket No. FI-2134] 

PART 1920—PROCEDURE FOR MAP 
CORRECTION 

Letter of Map Amendment for the Township 
of Wayne, N.J. 

AGENC Y: F ederal Insurance Adminis¬ 
tration, HUD. 

ACTION: Final rule. 

SUMMARY: The Federal Insurance Ad¬ 
ministrator published a list of communi¬ 
ties for which the Federal Insurance Ad¬ 
ministration (FIA) published maps 
identifying Special Flood Hazard, Areas. 
This list included the Township of 
Wayne, N.J. It has been determined by 
FIA, after acquiring additional flood in¬ 
formation and after further technical 
review of the Flood Insurance Rate Map 
for the Township of Wayne, N.J., that 
certain property is not within the Spe¬ 
cial Flood Hazard Area. 

This map amendment, by establish¬ 
ing that the subject property is not 
within the Special Flood Hazard Area, 
removes the requirement to purchase 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 

flood insurance for that property as a 
condition of Federal or federally re¬ 
lated financial assistance for construc¬ 
tion or acquisition purposes. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: December 15, 1977. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Mr. Richard Krimm, Assistant Admin¬ 
istrator, Office of Flood Insurance, 
202-755-5581 or toll free line 800-424- 
8872, Room 5270, 451 Seventh Street 
SW., Washington, D.C. 20410. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
If a property owner was required to pur¬ 
chase flood insurance as a condition of 
Federal or federally related financial as¬ 
sistance for construction or acquisition 
purposes, and the lender now agrees to 
waive the property owner from main¬ 
taining flood insurance coverage on the 
basis of this map amendment, the prop¬ 
erty owner may obtain a full refund of 
the premium paid for the current policy 
year, provided that no claim is pending 
or has been paid on the policy in ques¬ 
tion during the same policy year. The 
premium refund may be obtained from 
the National Flood Insurers Association 
(NFIA) through the agent or broker who 
sold the policy. 

The map amendments listed below are 
in accordance with $ 1920.7(b): 

Map No. H&I 345327A Panel 08. pub¬ 
lished on June 25, 1976, in 41 FR 26412. 
indicates that approximately 0.85 acre 
of land at 80 Hlnchman Avenue, Wayne, 
N.J., as recorded in Book Z49, Pages 31 
through 33, in the office of the Register 
of Passaic County, N.J., is within the 
Special Flood Hazard Area. This prop¬ 
erty is shown as Lot 5D, Block 597, on 
the Assessment Map of Wayne Town¬ 
ship. 

Map No. H&I 345327A Panel 08 is 
hereby corrected to reflect the existing 
structure on the above property is in 
Zone B and is not within the Special 
Flood Hazard Area identified on Novem¬ 
ber 19,1976. 

(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title 
xm of Housing and Urban Development Act 
of 1968), effective January 28. 1969 (33 FR 
17804, November 28, 1968), as amended; 42 
U.S.C. 4001-4128; and Secretary's delegation 
of authority to Federal Insurance Adminis¬ 
trator, 34 FR 2680. February 37, 1969. as 
amended (39 FR 2787, January 24, 1974).) 

Issued: November 7,1977. 

Patricia Roberts Harris, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc.77-35382 Filed 13-14-77;8:45 am] 


[ 4210 - 01 ] 

[Docket No. FI-3012] 

PART 1920—PROCEDURE FOR MAP 
CORRECTION 

Letter of Map Amendment for Fairfax 
County, Va. 

AGENCY : Fe deral Insurance Adminis¬ 
tration, HUD. 

ACTION: Final rule. 
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SUMMARY: The Federal Insurance Ad¬ 
ministrator published a list of communi¬ 
ties for which the Federal Insurance Ad¬ 
ministration (FIA) published maps iden¬ 
tifying Special Flood Hazard Areas. This 
list included Fairfax County, Va. It has 
been determined by FIA, after acquiring 
additional flood information and after 
further technical review of the Flood 
Insurance Rate Map for Fairfax County. 
Va.. that certain property is not within 
the Special Flood Hazard Area. This map 
amendment, by establishing that the sub¬ 
ject property is not within the Special 
Flood Hazard Area, removes the require¬ 
ment to purchase flood insurance for that 
property as a condition of Federal or 
federally related financial assistance for 
construction or acquisition purposes. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: December 15. 1977. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Mr. Richard W. Krimm, Assistant Ad¬ 
ministrator, Office of Flood Insurance, 
202-755-5581 or toll free line 800-424- 
8872, Room 5270, 451 Seventh Street 
SW., Washington, D.C. 20410. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
If a property owner was required to pur¬ 
chase flood insurance as a condition of 
Federal or federally related financial as¬ 
sistance for construction or acquisition 
purposes, and the lender now agrees to 
waive the property owner from maintain¬ 
ing flood insurance coverage on the basis 
of this map amendment, the property 
owner may obtain a full refund of the 
premium paid for the current policy year, 
provided that no claim is pending or has 
been paid on the policy in question dur¬ 
ing the same policy year. The premium 
refund may be obtained from the Na¬ 
tional Flood Insurers Association (NFIA) 
through the agent or broker who sold the 
policy. 

The map amendments listed below are 
in accordance with $ 1920.7(b): Map No. 
H&I 515525C Panel 09, published on 
June 29, 1977 in 42 FR 33235. indicates 
that Lot 23, Section 4, Saigon Sub¬ 
division, Fairfax County, Va., as recorded 
in Deedbook 1655. Pages 24 and 25 in the 
Office of the Clerk of the Circuit Court 
of Fairfax County, Va.. is within the 
Special Flood Hazard Area. 

Map No. H & I 515525C Panel 09 is 
hereby corrected to reflect that the above 
property is not within the Special Flood 
Hazard Area identified on January 8, 
1972. The property is in Zone C. 

(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title 
XIII of Housing and Urban Development 
Act of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 ( 33 
PR 17804. November 28, 1968), as amended; 
42 U.8.C. 4001-4128; and Secretary's delega¬ 
tion of authority to Federal Insurance Ad¬ 
ministrator. 34 FR 2680. February 27, 1969, 
as amended (39 FR 2787, January 24, 1974).) 

Issued: November 7,1977. 

Patricia Roberts Harris. 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.77-35383 Filed 12-14-77;8:45 am] 
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PROPOSED RULES 


[ 4210 - 01 ] 

DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND 
URBAN DEVELOPMENT 

Federal Insurance Administration 
[24CFR Part 1917] 

[Docket No. FI-37381 

TOWN OF GENESEO, LIVINGSTON 
COUNTY, N.Y. 

Proposed Rood Elevation Determinations 

AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis¬ 
tration, HUD. 

ACTION: Proposed rule. 

SUMMARY: Technical Information or 
comments are solicited on the proposed 
base (100-year) flood elevations listed 
below for selected locations in the Town 
of Geneseo, Livingston County, N.Y. 

These base (100-year) flood elevations 
are the basis for the flood plain manage¬ 
ment measures that the community is 
required to either adopt or show evi¬ 
dence of being already in effect in order 
to qualify or remain qualified for par¬ 
ticipation in the National Flood Insur¬ 
ance Program (NFIP). 

DATES: The period for comment will be 
ninety (90) days following the second 
publication of this proposed rule in a 
newspaper of local circulation in the 
above-named community. 

ADDRESSES: Maps and other informa¬ 
tion showing the detailed outlines of the 
flood-prone areas and the proposed base 
(100-year) flood elevations are available 
for review at the Town Clerk’s Office, 119 
Main Street, Geneseo, N.Y. 14454. Send 
comments to: Mr. Melvin Linsner, Town 
Supervisor of Geneseo. 119 Main Street, 
Geneseo, N.Y. 14454. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Mr. Richard Krimm, Assistant Admin¬ 
istrator, Office of Flood Insurance, 
202-755-5581 or toll free line 800-424- 
8872, Room 5270, 451 Seventh Street 
SW., Washington. D.C. 20410. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The Federal Insurance Administrator 
gives notice of the proposed determina¬ 
tions of base (100-year) flood elevations 
for the Town of Geneseo, Livingston 
County. N.Y. in accordance with section 
110 of the Flood Disaster Protection Act 
of 1973 (Pub. L. 93-234). 87 Stat. 980. 
which added section 1363 to the National 
Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title XHI 
of the Housing and Urban Development 
Act of 1968 (Pub. L. 90-448)), 42 U.S.C. 
4001-4128, and 24 CFR 1917.4(a). 

These elevations, together with the 
flood plain management measures re¬ 
quired by § 1910.3 of the program regula¬ 
tions. are the minimum that are re¬ 
quired. They should not be construed to 
mean the community must change any 
existing ordinances that are more strin¬ 
gent in their flood plain management re¬ 
quirements. The community may at any 
time enact stricter requirements on its 


own, or pursuant to policies established 
by other Federal. State, or regional en¬ 
tities. These proposed elevations will also 
be used to calculate the appropriate flood 
insurance premium rates for new build¬ 
ings and their contents and for the sec¬ 
ond layer of insurance on existing build¬ 
ings and their contents. 

The proposed base (100-year) flood 
elevations for selected locations are: 


Source of flooding 

Location 

Elevation 
in feet, 
national 
geodetic 
vertical 
datum 

Genesee River. 

Downstream corjwrate 
limits. 

551 


Confluence of Jay cox 
Crock. 

555 


N.Y. State route 63... 

55$ 


N.Y. State route 39/ 
U.8. route 20A. 

563 

Conesus Lake. 

Southern Corporate 
limit. 

826 


Booher IliU Rd. ex¬ 
tended. 

826 


Long Point Rd. ex¬ 
tended. 

823 


Sleggs Landing. 

825 


(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title 
XIII of Housing and Urban Development Act 
of 1968), effective January 28. 1939 (33 FR 
17804, November 28. 1968), as amended; 42 
U.S.C. 4001-4128; and Secretary’s delegation 
of authority to Federal Insurance Adminis¬ 
trator 34 FR 2680, February 27, 1969, as 
amended (39 FR 2787, January 24, 1974).) 

Issued: November 7,1977. 

Patricia Roberts Harris, 
Secretary. 

|FR Doc.77-35355 Filed 12-14-77;8:45 am) 


[ 4210-01 ] 

[ 24 CFR Part 1917 ] 

| Docket No. FI-3739 J 

TOWN OF GRANITE QUARRY, ROWAN 
COUNTY, NORTH CAROLINA 

Proposed Rood Elevation Determinations 

AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis¬ 
tration, HUD. 

ACTION: Proposed rule. 

SUMMARY: Technical Information or 
comments are solicited on the proposed 
base (100-year) flood elevations listed 
below for selected locations in the Town 
•of Granite Quarry, Rowan County, N.C. 

These base (100-year) flood elevations 
are the basis for the flood plain manage¬ 
ment measures that the community is re¬ 
quired to either adopt or show evidence 
of being already In effect in order to 
qualify or remain qualified for participa¬ 
tion in th e Na tional Flood Insurance 
Program (NFIP). 

DATES: The period for comment will be 
ninety (90) days following the second 
publication of this proposed rule in a 
newspaper of local circulation in the 
above-named community. 

ADDRESSES: Maps and other informa¬ 
tion showing the detailed outlines of the 
flood-prone areas and the proposed base 


(100-year) flood elevations are available 
for review at Town Hall, Granite Quar¬ 
ry, N.C. Send comments to: Ms. Ruth 
Troxler, Town Clerk. Town of Granite 
Quarry, P.O. Box 351, Granite Quarry, 
N.C. 28072. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Mr. Richard Krimm, Assistant Ad¬ 
ministrator, Office of Flood Insurance, 
202-755-5581 or toll free line 800-424- 
8872, Room 5270, 451 Seventh Street 
SW., Washington, D.C. 20410. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The Federal Insurance Administrator 
gives notice of the proposed determina¬ 
tions of base (100-year) flood elevations 
for the Towm of Granite Quarry, N.C., 
in accordance with section 110 of the 
Food Disaster Protection Act of 1973 
(Pub. L. 93-234), 87 Stat. 980, which 
added section 1363 to the National Flood 
Insurance Act of 1968 (Title xm of the 
Housing and Urban Development Act of 
1968 (Pub. L. 90-448)), 42 U.S.C. 4001- 
4128, and 24 CFR 1917.4(a). 

These elevations, together with the 
flood plain management measures re¬ 
quired § 1910.3 of the program regula¬ 
tions, are the minimum that are re¬ 
quired. They should not be construed to 
mean the community must change any 
existing ordinances that are more strin¬ 
gent in their flood plain management 
requirements. The community may at 
any time enact stricter requirements on 
its own. or pursuant to policies estab¬ 
lished by other Federal, State, or re¬ 
gional entities. These proposed eleva¬ 
tions will also be used to calculate the 
appropriate flood insurance premium 
rates for new buildings and their con¬ 
tents and for the second layer of insur¬ 
ance on existing buildings and their con¬ 
tents. 

The proposed base (100-year) flood 
elevations for selected locations are: 


Source of flooding 

Location 

Elevation 
in feet, 
national 
geodetic 
vertical 
datum 

Legion Park 

Peeler 8t.». 

766 

branch. 

West Bank St. 

782 


Lyerly SU. 

71M 

Kluttr. branch. 

Peeler St.». 

765 

Troxler Creek. 

Brook wood Dr. 

722 


East Bank St.*. 

767 


Railroad 8t.». 



Southern Rwy. 

825 


* U|>stroam side. 


(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 
(Title XIII of Housing and Urban Develop¬ 
ment Act of 1968). effective January 28, 1969 
(33 FR 17804, November 28, 1968), as 

amended; 42 U.S.C. 4001-5128; and Secre¬ 
tary's delegation of authority to Federal In¬ 
surance Administrator 34 FR 2680, Febru¬ 
ary 27, 3969. as amended (39 FR 2787, Janu¬ 
ary 24, 1974).) 

Issued: November 7,1977. 

Patricia Roberts Harris, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc.77-35356 Filed 12-14-77;8:46 am| 
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[ 4210 - 01 ] 

[ 24 CFR Part 1917 ] 

[Docket No. PI-3740J 

VILLAGE OF MANCHESTER, ADAMS 
COUNTY, OHIO 

Proposed Rood Elevation Determinations 

AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis¬ 
tration, HUD. 

ACTION: Proposed rule. 

SUMMARY: Technical information or 
comments are solicited on the proposed 
base (100-year) flood elevations listed 
below for selected locations in the Vil¬ 
lage of Manchester, Adams County, Ohio. 

These base (100-year) flood elevations 
are the basis for the flood plain manage¬ 
ment measures that the community is 
required to either adopt or show evidence 
of being already in effect in order to 
qualify or remain qualified for participa¬ 
tion in th e Na tional Flood Insurance 
Program (NFIP). 

DATES: The period for comment will be 
ninety (90) days following the second 
publication of this proposed rule in a 
newspaper of local circulation in the 
above-named community. 

ADDRESSES: Maps and other informa¬ 
tion showing the detailed outlines of the 
flood-prone areas and the proposed base 
(100-year) flood elevations are available 
for review at Village Hall, 4th and Pike 
Street, Manchester, Ohio. 

Send comments to: Mayor Vernon 
Strlcklett, Village Hall, 4th and Pike 
Street. Manchester, Ohio 45144. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Mr. Richard Krimm, Assistant Admin¬ 
istrator, Office of Flood Insurance, 
202-755-5581 or toll free line, 800-424- 
8872, Room 5270, 451 Seventh Street 
SW., Washington, D.C. 20410 . 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The Federal Insurance Administrator 
gives notice of the proposed determina¬ 
tions of base (100-year) flood elevations 
for the Village of Manchester, Ohio, in 
accordance with section 110 of the Flood 
Disaster Protection Act of 1973 (Pub. L. 
93-234), 87 Stat. 980, which added sec¬ 
tion 1363 to the National Flood Insur¬ 
ance Act of 1968 (Title Xffl of the Hous¬ 
ing and Urban Development Act of 1968 
^Pub. L. 90-448)), 42 UJS.C. 4001-4128, 
and 24 CFR 1917.4(a). 

These elevations, together with the 
flood plain management measures re¬ 
quired by 5 1910.3 of the program regu¬ 
lations, are the minimum that are re¬ 
quired. They should not be construed to 
mean the community must change any 
existing ordinances that are more strin¬ 
gent in their flood plain management re¬ 
quirements. The community may at any 
time enact stricter requirements on its 
own, or pursuant to policies established 
by other Federal, State, or regional en¬ 
tities. These proposed elevations will also 
be used to caculate the appropriate flood 
insurance premium rates for new build¬ 
ings and their contents and for the sec¬ 


ond layer of insurance on existing build¬ 
ings and their contents. 

The proposed base (100-year) flood 
elevations for selected locations are: 


Source of flooding 

Location 

Elevation 
in feet, 
national 
geodetic 
vertical 
datum 

Ohio River. 

Intersection of 2d St. 

520 


and Main St. 



Intersection of 2d St. 

520 


and Broadway. 


Isaacs Creek. 

Broadway. 

520 


(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title 
XIII of Housing and Urban Development Act 
of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33 FR 
17804, November 28, 1968). as amended; 42 
U.S.C. 4001-4128; and Secretary’s delegation 
of authority to Federal Insurance Adminis¬ 
trator 34 FR 2680. February 27, 1969. as 
amended (39 FR 2787, January 24, 1974).) 

Issued: November7,1977. 

Patricia Roberts Harris. 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.77-35357 Filed 12-14-77;8:45 amj 


[ 4210 - 01 ] 

[24 CFR Part 1917] 

[Docket No. FI-3741 J 

VILLAGE OF SOUTH LEBANON, WARREN 
COUNTY, OHIO 

Proposed Flood Elevation Determinations 

AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis¬ 
tration, HUD. 

ACTION: Proposed rule. 

SUMMARY: Technical information or 
comments are solicited on the proposed 
base (100-year) flood elevations listed 
below for selected locations in the village 
of South Lebanon, Warren County, Ohio. 

These base (100-year) flood elevations 
are the basis for the flood plain manage¬ 
ment measures that the community is 
required to either adopt or show evidence 
of being already in effect in order to 
qualify or remain qualified for partici¬ 
pation in the National Flood Insurance 
Program (NFIP). 

DATES: The period for comment will be 
ninety (90) days following the second 
publication of this proposed rule in a 
newspaper pf local circulation in the 
above-named community. 

ADDRESSES: Maps and other informa¬ 
tion showing the detailed outlines of the 
flood-prone areas and the proposed base 
(100-year) flood elevations are available 
for review at Village Hall, 99 High Street, 
South Lebanon, Ohio. 

Send comments to: Mayor A1 Shepard. 
Village Hall, 99 High Street, South Leba¬ 
non, Ohio 45065. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Mr. Richard Krimm, Assistant Admin¬ 
istrator, Office of Flood Insurance, 202- 
755-5581 or toll free line, 800-^424-8872, 
Room 5270, 451 Seventh Street SW., 
Washington, D.C. 20410. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The Federal Insurance Administrator 
gives notice of the proposed determina¬ 
tions of base (100-year) flood elevations 
for the Village of South Lebanon, Ohio, 
in acordance with section 110 of the 
Flood Disaster Protection Act of 1973 
(Pub. L. 93-234), 87 Stat. 980, which 
added section 1363 to the Nati ona l Flood 
Insurance Act of 1968 (Title Xm of the 
Housing and Urban Development Act of 
1968 (Pub. L. 90-448)), 42 U.S.C. 4001 
4128, and 24 CFR 1917.4(a). 

These elevations, together with the 
flood plain management measures re¬ 
quired by § 1910.3 of the program regu¬ 
lations, are the minimum that are re¬ 
quired. They should not be construed to 
mean the community must change any 
existing ordinances that are more strin¬ 
gent in their flood plain management re¬ 
quirements. The community may at any 
time enact stricter requirements on its 
own, or pursuant to policies established 
by other Federal, State, or regional en¬ 
tities. These proposed elevations will also 
be used to calculate the appropriate flood 
insurance premium rates for new build¬ 
ings and their contents and for the sec¬ 
ond layer of insurance on existing build¬ 
ings and their contents. 

The proposed base (100-year) flood 
elevations for selected locations are: 


Elevation 
in feet, 

Source of flooding Location national 

geodetio 

vertical 

datum 


Little Miami River. Main Street Bridge_ 627 

Dry Run..do. 627 

Pike Street Bridge.... 627 


(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title 
XIII of Housing and Urban Development Act 
of 1968), effective January 28. 1969 (33 FR 
17804, November 28, 1968), as amended; 42 
U.S.C. 4001-4128; and Secretary’s delegation 
of authority to Federal Insurance Adminis¬ 
trator, 34 FR 2680. February 27, 1968, as 
amended (39 FR 2787, January 24, 1974)). 

Issued: November 7, 1977. 

Patricia Roberts Harris, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc.77-35358 Filed 12-14-77;8.45 amj 


[ 4210 - 01 ] 

[ 24 CFR Part 1917 ] 

[Docket No. FI-3742 J 

UNINCORPORATED AREAS OF TRUMBULL 
COUNTY, OHIO 

Revision of Proposed Flood Elevation 
Determinations 

AGENC Y: F ederal Insurance Adminis¬ 
tration, HUD. 

ACTION: Proposed rule. 

SUMMARY: Technical information or 
comments are solicited on the proposed 
base (100-year) flood elevations listed be¬ 
low for selected locations in the unincor¬ 
porated areas of Trumbull County, Ohio. 

Due to recent engineering analysis, 
this proposed rule revises the proposed 
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determinations of base (100-year) flood 
elevations published in 42 FR 44909 on 
September 7, 1977, and hence supersedes 
those previously published rules. 

DATES: The period for comment will be 
ninety (90) days following the second 
publication of this notice in a newspaper 
of local circulation in the above-named 
community. 

ADDRESSES: Maps and other informa¬ 
tion showing the detailed outlines of the 
flood-prone areas and the proposed flood 
elevations are available for review at 
the Trumbull County Planning Commis¬ 
sion, Warren, Ohio. 

Send comments to: Mr. Anthony Ber¬ 
nard, Chairman of the Board of County 
Commissioners, 160 High Street, Warren, 
Ohio 44481. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Mr. Richard Krimm, Assistant Admin¬ 
istrator, Office of Flood Insurance. 
202-756-6581 or toll free line 800-424- 
8872, Room 5270, 451 Seventh Street 
SW., Washington, D.C. 20410. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Proposed base (100-year) flood eleva¬ 
tions are listed below for selected loca¬ 
tions in the unincorporated areas of 
Trumbull County, Ohio, in accordance 
with section 110 of the Flood Disaster 
Protection Act of 1973 (Pub. L. 93-234), 
87 Stat. 980, which added section 1363 
to the National Flood Insurance Act of 
1968 (Title XIII of the Housing and 
Urban Development Act of 1968 (Pub. L. 
90-448). 42 U.S.C. 4001-4128, and 24 CFR 
1917.4(a). 

These base (100-year) flood elevations 
are the basis for the flood plain man¬ 
agement measures that the community 
is required to either adopt or show evi¬ 
dence of being already in effect in order 
to qualify or remain qualified for parti¬ 
cipation in the N ational Flood Insurance 
Program (NFTP). 

These modified elevations will also be 
used to calculate the appropriate flood 
insurance premium rates for new build¬ 
ings and their contents and for the sec¬ 
ond layer of insurance on existing build¬ 
ings and their contents. 

The proposed base (100-year) flood 
elevations are: 


Elevation 


Source of flooding 

Location 

in feet, 
national 
geodetic 
vertical 
datum 

Mahoning River.... 

Downstream of 
McDonald High¬ 
way. 

859 


Downstream of West 
Park Ave. 

865 


Downstream of 8tale 
Rome 422. 

888 


Downstream of the 
Ohio Turnpike. 
Approximately 500 ft 

we 

West Branch of the 

901 

Mahoning River. 

downstream of 
Newton Falls 
corporate limits. 



8ource of flooding 

Location 

Elevation 
in feet, 
national 
geodetic 
vertical 
datura 

Mosquito Creek.... 

Downstream of State 
Route 82. 

869 


Downstream of 

North River Rd. 

872 


Downstream of New 
State Route 5. 

877 

Meander Creek- 

Downstream of Salt 
Spring Rd. 

861 

Chocolate Run. 

Downstream of State 

899 

Route 422. 

903 


Downstream of 
Kincaid Rd. 

Youngs Run__ 

Upstream of State 
Route 5. 

897 


Upstream of Johnson 
Planck Rd. 

913 

Duck Creek.. 

Downstream of 

Hewitt Gifford Rd. 

896 


Downstream of 

Selkirk Bush Rd. 

908 


Downstream of 

934 


Hallock Young Rd. 

873 

Mud Creek. 

Eastern Lordstown 
corporate limits. 

Crab Creek. 

Southern county line.. 

889 

Downstream of 
Interstate 80. 

968 

Little Yankee 

Chestnut Ridge Rd. 

861 

Hun. 

(downstream of 
Hubbard). 

896 


Interstate 80 
(downstream of 
Hubbard). 


Downstream of U.8. 
Highway 62. 

029 


Chestnut Ridge Rd. 
(upstream of 
Hubbard). 

955 

Slienango River.... 

Confluence of 

Yankee Run. 

847 


(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title 
xm of Housing and Urban Development 
Act of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33 
FR 17804, November 28. 1968), as amended: 
42 U.S.C. 4001-4128; and Secretary's delega¬ 
tion of authority to Federal Insurance Ad¬ 
ministrator, 34 FR 2680, February 27. 1969, 
as amended (39 FR 2787. January 24, 1974).) 

Issued: November7,1977. 

Patricia Roberts Harris, 
Secretary. 

(FR Doc.77-36359 Filed 12-14-77:8:45 am] 

[ 4210—01 ] 

[24 CFR Part 1917] 

[Docket No. FI-3744] 

CITY OF DUNCAN, STEPHENS COUNTY, 
OKLAHOMA 

Proposed Rood Elevation Determinations 

AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis¬ 
tration, HUD. 

ACTION: Proposed rule. 

SUMMARY: Technical information or 
comments are solicited on the proposed 
base (100-year) flood elevations listed 
below for selected locations in the City 
of Duncan, Stephens County, Okla. 

These base (100-year) flood elevations 
are the basis for the flood plain man¬ 
agement measures that the community 
is required to either adopt or show evi¬ 
dence of being already In effect In order 
to qualify or remain qualified for par¬ 


ticipation in the National Flood Insur¬ 
ance Program (NFIP). 

DATES: The period for comment will be 
ninety (90) days following the second 
publication of this proposed rule in a 
newspaper of local circulation in the 
above-named community. 

ADDRESSES: Maps and other informa¬ 
tion showing the detailed outlines of the 
flood-prone areas and the proposed base 
(100-year) flood elevations are available 
for review at the City Engineer’s Office. 
Duncan, Okla. 

Send comments to: Mayor Donald W. 
Douglas, Box 687, Duncan, Okla. 73533. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Mr. Richard Krimm, Assistant Admin¬ 
istrator, Office of Flood Insurance, 
202-755-5581 or toll free Une 800-424- 
8872, Room 5270, 451 Seventh Street, 
SW., Washington, D.C. 20410. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The Federal Insurance Administrator 
gives notice of the proposed determina¬ 
tions of base (100-year) flood elevations 
for the City of Duncan, Stephens County. 
Okla., in accordance with section 110 of 
the Flood Disaster Protection Act of 1973 
(Pub. L. 93-234), 87 Stat. 980, which 
added section 1363 to the National Flood 
Insurance Act of 1968 (Title XIII of the 
Housing and Urban Development Act of 
1968 (Pub. L. 90-448)), 42 U.S.C. 4001- 
4128, and 24 CFR 1917.4(a). 

These elevations, together with the 
flood plain management measures re¬ 
quired by $ 1910.3 of the program regula¬ 
tions. are the minimum that are re¬ 
quired. They should not be construed to 
mean the community must change any 
existing ordinances that are more strin¬ 
gent in their flood plain management re¬ 
quirements. The community may at any 
time enact stricter requirements on its 
own. or pursuant to policies established 
by other Federal, State, or regional en¬ 
tities. TTiese proposed elevations will also 
be used to calculate the appropriate flood 
insurance premium rates for new build¬ 
ings and their contents and for the sec¬ 
ond layer of insurance on existing build¬ 
ings and their contents. 

The proposed base (100-year) flood 
elevations for selected locations are: 


Elevation 
in feet, 

Source of flooding Location national 

geodetic 

vertical 

datum 


darkly Creek. 

Cow Creek. 

Holiday Inn Fork.. 


Just upstream of 
Seminole St. 

Just downstream of 
Bois IV Arc. 

Just upstream of Oak 
A ve. 

Just upstream of Elk 
Ave. 

Just Upstream of 
State Highway 7 
culvert. 

Just downstream of 
Elk Ave. 


1,063 

1,0W) 


1.102 
1.130 
1.071 


1,140 
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Source of flooding 

Location 

Elevation 
in feet, 
national 
geodetic 
vert leal 
datum 

Willow Creek. 

Just downstream of 
Fair Park Blvd. 

1,085 


Just upstream of 

Main 8t. 

1,107 


Just downstream of 
Plato Rd. 

1,182 

Tributary 4 *B”- 

Just upstream of 
Beach St. 

1,100 

Tributary “D”.- 

Just upstream of 

Park Ave. 

1,100 

Tributary “E". 

Approximately 100 ft 
downstream of 

Pecan Ave. 

1.115 

Tributary "F". 

Just downstream of 
State Highway 7. 

1,090 


(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title 
XIII of Housing and Urban Development Act 
of 1968), effective January 28, 1939 ( 33 FR 
17804, November 28, 1968), as amended; 42 
U.S.C. 4001-4128; and Secretary’s delegation 
of authority to Federal Insurance Adminis¬ 
trator 34 FR 2680, February 27, 1969, as 
amended (39 FR 2787, January 24, 1974).) 

Issued: November 7,1977. 

Patricia Roberts Harris, 
Secretary. 

(FR Doc.77-35360 Filed 12-14-77:8:45 am[ 


[ 4210-01 ] 

[24CFR Part 1917] 

[Docket No. FI-3743) 

CITY OF NORMAN, CLEVELAND COUNTY, 
OKLA. 

Proposed Flood Elevation Determinations 

AGENC Y: F ederal Insurance Adminis¬ 
tration, HUD. 

ACTION: Proposed rule. 

SUMMARY: Technical information or 
comments are solicited on the proposed 
base (100-year) flood elevations listed 
below for selected locations in the City 
of Norman, Cleveland County, Okla. 
These base (100-year) flood elevations 
are the basis for the flood plain man¬ 
agement measures that the community 
is required to either adopt or show evi¬ 
dence of being already in effect in order 
to qualify or remain qualified for par¬ 
ticipation in th e Na tional Flood Insur¬ 
ance Program (NFIP). 

DATES: The period for comment will 
be ninety (90) days following the second 
publication of this proposed rule in a 
newspaper of local circulation in the 
above-named community. 

ADDRESSES: Maps and other informa¬ 
tion showing the detailed outlines of the 
flood-prone areas and the proposed base 
(100-year) flood elevations are available 
for review at Planning Department of the 
City of Norman, 111 N. Peters, Norman, 
Okla. 73070. Send comments to: Mayor 
William S. Morgan, 111 N. Peters, Nor¬ 
man, Okla. 73070. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Mr. Richard Krimm, Assistant Admin¬ 
istrator, Office of Flood Insurance, 202- 


755-5581 or toll free line 800-424-8872, 
. Room 5270, 451 Seventh Street, SW., 

Washington, D.C. 20410. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The Federal Insurance Administrator 
gives notice of the proposed determina¬ 
tions of base (100-year) flood elevations 
for the City of Norman, Cleveland 
County, Okla., in accordance with section 
110 of the Flood Disaster Protection Act 
of 1973 (Pub. L. 93-234), 87 Stat. 980, 
which added section 1363 to the National 
Food Insurance Act of 1968 (Title XIII 
of the Housing and Urban Development 
Act of 1968 (Pub. L. 90-448)), 42 U.S.C. 
4001-4128, and 24 CFR 1917.4(a). 

These elevations, together with the 
flood plain management measures re¬ 
quired by § 1910.3 of the program regula¬ 
tions. are the minimum that are required. 
They should not be construed to mean 
the community must change any existing 
ordinances that are more stringent in 
their flood plain management require¬ 
ments. The community may at any time 
enact stricter requirements on its own, 
or pursuant to policies established by 
other Federal, State, or regional entities. 
These proposed elevations will also be 
used to calculate the appropriate flood 
insurance premium rates for new build¬ 
ings and their contents and for the sec¬ 
ond layer of insurance on existing build¬ 
ings and their contents. 


The proposed base (100-year) flood 


elevations for selected locations 

are: 



Elevation 

Source of flooding 

Location 

In feet, 
national 



geodetic 

vertical 



datum 

Canadian River.... 

. Just upstream of 

1,105 


Interstate Highway 


Just upstream of 

Rock Creek Rd. 

1,132 


Just downstream of 

1,142 


Franklin Rd. 

Bishop Creek. 

. Clearview Drive 

1,125 


(extended). 

Just upstream of 

1,137 


Brooks St. 


Just u|»strearn of 
Oklahoma Ave. 

Just upstream of 

1,143 

1,155 


Alameda St. 

Just downstream of 

1.171 


Cockrel Ave. 

Bishop Creek, 

Approximately 500 ft 

1,132 

tributary A. 

utistream of U.S. 
Highway 77 
(Classen Blvd.). 

Approximately 100 ft 
downstream of 
Lindsey 8t. 

Just upstream of 
Sinclair Dr. 

1,143 

1,166 

Bishop Creek, 

Just upstream of 

1.157 

tributary B. 

Alameda St. 

Bishop Creek, 

Apache8t. (extended). 
Approximately 400 ft 

A. 166 
1,145 

tributary C. 

upstream of Brooks 


SL 


ImhofT Creek. 

Just upstream of 
Imhofl Rd. 
Westbrooke Tor. 

1,112 

1,131 


(extended). 


Just utxstreara of 
Lindsey St. 

1,141 


Just downstream of 

1,147 


Boyd St. 

Just upstream of 

1,159 


Main St. 

Just upstream of 

1,164 


Webster Ave. 


Elevation 
in feet, 

Source of flooding Location national 

geodetic 

vertical 

datum 


Merckle Creek.Just upstream of 1,131 

Linsey St. 

Just upstream of 24th 1,145 

Ave. 8W. 

Just downstream of 1,150 

Crostraent 8t. 

Just downstream of 1,159 

Robinson St. 

Merckle Creek Just unstream of 1,116 

Overflow. Stephanie Lane. 

Brookhaven Creek. Just upstream of 1,126 

Main St. 

Just upstream of 1,153 

Robinson St 

Rock Creek.Leaning Eim Dr. 1,138 

(extended). 

Just upstream of 1,158 

Rock Creek Rd. 

Lake Thunderbird. Entire shoreline. 1,019 


(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title 
XIII of Housing and Urban Development Act 
of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33 FR 
17804, November 28, 1968). as amended; 42 
U.S.C. 4001-4128; and Secretary’s delegation 
of authority to Federal Insurance Adminis¬ 
trator, 34 FR 2680, February 27, 1969, as 
amended (39 FR 2787. January 24, 1974).) 

Issued: November 7, 1977. 

Patricia Roberts Harris, 
Secretary. 

(FR Doc.77-35361 Filed 12-14-77;8:46 am) 


[ 4210 - 01 ] 

[24 CFR Part 1917] 

[Docket No. FI-3745J 

CITY OF MC ALESTER, PITTSBURG 
COUNTY, OKLA. 

Proposed Flood Elevation Determinations 

AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis¬ 
tration, HUD. 

ACTION: Proposed rule. 

SUMMARY: Technical Information or 
comments are solicited on the proposed 
base (100-year) flood elevations listed 
below for selected locations in the City 
of McAlester. Pittsburg County, Okla. 

These base (100-year) flood elevations 
are the basis for the flood plain manage¬ 
ment measures that the community is 
required to either adopt or show evidence 
of being already in effect in order to 
qualify or remain qualified for participa¬ 
tion in the National Food'Insurance 
Program (NFIP). 

DATES: The period for comment will be 
ninety (90) days following second pub¬ 
lication of this proposed rule in a news¬ 
paper of local circulation in the above- 
named community. 

ADDRESSES: Maps and other informa¬ 
tion showing the detailed outlines of 
the flood-prone areas and the proposed 
base (100-year) flood elevations are 
available for review at the City En¬ 
gineer’s Office. McAlester, Okla. Send 
comments to: Mayor Bradley Million, 
201 South 2nd Street, McAlester, Okla. 
74501. 
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FQR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT* 

Mr. Richard Krimm. Assistant Ad¬ 
ministrator. Office of Flood Insurance. 
202-755-5581 or toll free line 800-424- 
8872, Room 5270. 451 Seventh Street 
SW., Washington, D.C. 20410. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION t 
The Federal Insurance Administrator 
gives notice of the proposed determina¬ 
tions of base (100-year) flood elevations 
for the City of McAlester, Pittsburg 
County. Okla. in accordance with section 
110 of the Flood Disaster Protection Act 
of 1973 (Pub. L. 93-234). 87 Stat. 980, 
which added section 1363 to the National 
Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title 
Xin of the Housing and Urban Devel¬ 
opment Act of 1968 (Pub. L. 90- 448) >. 
42 U.S.C. 4001-4128. and 24 CFR 1917.4 
(a). 

These elevations, together with the 
flood plain management measure re¬ 
quired by § 1910.3 of the program regula¬ 
tions, are the minimum that are required. 
They should not be construed to mean 
the community must change any existing 
ordinances that are more stringent in 
their flood plain management require¬ 
ments. The community may at any time 
enact stricter requirements on its own, 
or pursuant to policies established by 
other Federal, State, or regional entities. 
These proposed elevations will also be 
used to calculate the appropriate flood 
insurance premium rates for new build¬ 
ings and their contents and for the sec¬ 
ond layer of insurance on existing 
buildings and their contents. 

The proposed base (100-year) flood 
elevations for selected locations are: 




Elevation 



in feet. 

Son re* of flooding 

Location 

national 

geodetic 

vortical 



datum 

Tributary "A" of 

Just downstream of 

710 

Mud Creek. 

county road near 
fish hatchery. 


Tributary 14 A A” of 

Just downstream of 

705 

Afnd Creek. 

the east lane of U.8. 


Tributary "B M of 
Sandy Creek. 

Highway OR bypass. 
Approximately 150 
fact upstream of 
“C" St. 

694 


Just upstream of 

709 


South Main St. 


Tributary "C" of 

Just downstream of 

657 

Mud Creek. 

Electric Ave. 

Just upstream of 

674 


Polk Ave. 


Tributary "D" of 

Just downstream of 

680 

Sandy Creek. 

West St. 

Just upstream of "C" 

St. 

Just upstream of 

South Main St. 

688 


m 


Just downstream of 

701 


6th St. 

Approximately 100 

715 


feet downstream of 
Miami Ave. 


Tributary ’‘DO** 

Just downstream of 

710 

of Sandy Creek. 

10th Rt. 


Tributary "E" of 

Just upstream of the 

658 

Sandy Creek. 

downstream cor¬ 
porate limit. 



(National Flood Insurance Act of 1568 (Title 
XIH of Housing and Urban Development 
Act of 1968), effective January 28. 1969 (33 
FR 17804. November 28. 1968), as amended; 
42 U-S.C. 4001-4128; and Secretary's dele¬ 
gation of authority to Federal Insurance Ad¬ 


ministrator 34 FR 2680, February 27. 1969, 
as amended (39 PR 2787. January 24. 1974).) 

Issued: November 7,1977. 

Patricia Roberts Harris, 
Secretary. 

|FR Doc.77-35362 Filed 12-14-77,8:45 am] 


[ 4210 - 01 ] 

[ 24 CFR Part 1917 ] 

(Docket No. FI-3746) 

BOROUGH OF ETNA. ALLEGHENY 
COUNTY, PA. 

Proposed Flood Elevation Determinations 

AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis¬ 
tration, HUD. 

ACTION: Proposed rule. 

SUMMARY: Technical information or 
comments are solicited on the proposed 
base (100-year) flood elevations listed 
below for selected locations in the 
Borough of Etna. Allegheny County, Pa. 

These base (100-year) flood elevations 
are the basis for the flood plain manage¬ 
ment measures that the community is 
required to either adopt or show evidence 
of being already in effect in order to 
qualify or remain qualified for partici¬ 
pation in the National Flood Insurance 
Program (NF3P). 

DATES: The period for comment will be 
ninety (90) days following the second 
publication of this proposed rule in a 
newspaper of local circulation in the 
above-named community. 

ADDRESS: Maps and other information 
showing the detailed outlines of the 
flood-prone areas and the proposed base 
(100-year) flood elevations are available 
for review at the Etna Borough Building, 
23 Locust Street, Pittsburgh, Pa. 15223. 

Send comments to: Honorable Robert 
Klein, Mayor of Etna, Etna Borough 
Building. 23 Locust Street, Pittsburgh, 
Pa. 15223. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Mr. Richard Krimm. Assistant Admin¬ 
istrator. Office of Flood Insurance, 202- 
755-5581 or toll free line, 800-424-8872, 
Room 5270, 451 8eventh Street SW., 
Washington, D.C. 20410. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The Federal Insurance Administrator 
gives notice of the proposed determina¬ 
tions of base < 100-year) flood elevations 
for the Borough of Etna, Allegheny 
County, Pa. in accordance with section 
110 of the Flood Disaster Protection Act 
of 1973 (Pub. L. 93-234), 87 Stat. 980, 
which added section 1363 to the Nat ional 
Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title XII I 
of the Housing and Urban Development 
Act of 1968 (Pub. L. 90-448)). 42 U.S.C. 
4001-4128, and 24 CFR 1917.4(a). 

These elevations, together with the 
flood plain management measures re¬ 
quired by § 1910.3 of the program regula¬ 
tions, are the minimum that are required. 
They should not be construed to mean 
the community must change any existing 


ordinances that are more stringent in 
their flood plain management require¬ 
ments. The community may at any time 
enact stricter requirements on its own, 
or pursuant to policies established by 
other Federal, State, or regional entities. 
These proposed elevations will also be 
used to calculate the appropriate flood 
insurance premium rates for new build¬ 
ings and their contents and for the sec¬ 
ond layer of insurance on existing build¬ 
ings and their contents. 

The proposed base (100-year) flood 
elevations for selected locations are: 


Elevation 
in feet. 

Source of flooding Location national 

geodetk 

vertical 

datum 


Allegheny River... 
Pine Creek. 


Little Pine Creek... 


Confluence of Pine 
Creek 

fl2d St. bridge. 

Confluence with 
Allegheny River. 

At 4ih Chessic sys¬ 
tem crossing. 

Butler 8t.— 

Crescent St. (down¬ 
stream side). 
Crescent St. (up¬ 
stream side). 

Grant Ave. 

Corporate limits 
(upstream). 
Confluence with 
Pine Creek. 

Dewey St.—. 

Greeley St.. 

Corporate limits 
(Upstream) 


735 

73fl 

735 

730 

743 

744 

749 

750 

751 

745 

752 
756 
701 


(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title 
XIII of Housing and Urban Development Act 
of 1968). effective January 28. 1969 (33 FR 
17804, November 28, 1968), as amended (42 
U.S.C. 4001-4128); and Secretary's delegation 
of authority to Federal Insurance Admin¬ 
istrator 39 FR 2680. February 27, 1966. as 
amended (39 FR 2787. January 24, 1974).) 

Issued: November 7, 1977. 

Patricia Roberts Harris, 

Secretary. 

IFR Doc.77-35363 Filed 12-14-77:8:46 am) 


[ 4210 - 01 ] 

[24 CFR Part 1917] 

lDocket No. FI-3747] 

TOWN OF JOHNSTON, PROVIDENCE 
COUNTY, RX 

Proposed Flood Elevation Determinations 
AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis¬ 
tration, HUD. 

ACTION: Proposed rule. 

SUMMARY: Technical information or 
comments are solicited on the proposed 
base (100-year) flood elevations listed 
below for selected locations in the Town 
of Johnston. Providence County. RX 
These base (100-year) flood elevations 
are the basis for the flood plain manage¬ 
ment measures that the community is 
required to either adopt or show evidence 
of being already in effect in order to 
qualify or remain qualified for participa¬ 
tion in the National Flood Insurance 
Program (NFTP). 

DATES: The period for comment will be 
ninety (90) days following the second 
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publication of this proposed rule in a 
newspaper of local circulation in the 
above-named community. 

ADDRESS: Maps and other information 
showing the detailed outlines of the 
flood-prone areas and the proposed base 
(100-year) flood elevations are available 
for review at Building Inspector’s Office, 
Town Hall, 1385 Hartford Avenue, John¬ 
ston, R.I. 02919. 

Send comments to: The Honorable 
Ralph R. Russo, Mayor, Town of John¬ 
ston, Town Hall, 1385 Hartford Avenue, 
Johnston, R.I. 02919. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Mr. Richard Krimm, Assistant Admin¬ 
istrator, Office of Flood Insurance, 202- 
755-5581 or toll free line, <800-424- 
8872, Room 5270, 451 Seventh Street 
SW., Washington. D.C. 20410. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The Federal Insurance Administration 
gives notice of the proposed determina¬ 
tions of base (100-year) flood elevations 
for the Town of Johnston, in accordance 
with section 110 of the Flood Disaster 
Protection Act of 1973 (Pub. L. 93-234). 
87 Stat. 980, which added section 1363 
to the National Flood Insurance Act of 
1968 (Title xm of the Housing and Ur¬ 
ban Development Act of 1968 (Pub. L. 90- 
448)), 42 U.S.C. 4001-4128, and 24 CFR 
1917.4(a). 

These elevations, together with the 
flood plain management measures re- 
ouired by 5 1910.3 of the program regula¬ 
tions, are the minimum that are required. 
They should not be construed to mean 
the community must change any existing 
ordinances that are more stringent in 
their flood plain management require¬ 
ments. The community may at any time 
enact stricter requirements on its own, 
or pursuant to policies established by 
other Federal, State or regional entities. 
These proposed elevations will also be 
used to calculate the appropriate flood 
insurance premium rates for new build¬ 
ings and their contents and for the sec¬ 
ond layer of insurance on existing build¬ 
ings and their contents. 

The proposed base (100-year) flood 
elevations for selected location are: 


8ource of flooding 

Location 

Elevation 
in feet, 
national 
geodetic 
vertical 
datum 

Woonasquatucket 

250 ft upstream of 

59 

River. 

Dycrvillo Dam. 



Manton Ave. 

09 


450 ft downstream of 
Ronci Indnstrial 
Park Dam. 

75 


Ronci Industrial Park 
Dam. 

82 


275 ft downstream of 
Allendale Ave. 

83 


200 ft upstream of 
Allendale Dam. 

97 


150 ft upstream of 
route 44. 

106 


Greystoue Dam. 

116 




Elevation 
in feet, 
national 

Source of flooding 

Location 



geodetic 

vertical 



datum 

Assapumpset 

Confluence with 

82 

Brook. 

Woonasquatucket 

River. 



Almndoned Railroad.. 

85 


80 ft upstream from 

1M 


Cadoma St. 

150 ft upstream from 
Diax St. 

103 


George Waterman Rd. 

131 


Sweet lliU Rd. 

160 

Assapumpset 

Confluence with 

98 

Brook (south 
branch). 

Assapumpset 



30 ft upstream of Dias 

112 


St. 



George Waterman Rd. 
At private drive 200 

126 


136 


ft upstream of 



George Waterman 

Rd. 



Greenville Ave. 

184 

Pocasset River. 

At Eastern corporate 

76 


limit. 



70 ft downstream of 

81 


Plainfield Pike. 
Plainfield Pike. 

86 


2,700 ft upstream of 
Plainfield Pike at 

88 


private road. 



Morgan Ave. 

Wilder Rd. 

103 

112 


200 ft upstrdam of 

125 

Simmons Brook.... 

• route 195. 

Pocasset Pond Dam.. 

152 

Atwood Ave. 

97 


Mill 8t. 

133 


1,830 ft upstream of 

165 

Dry Brook. 

Mill St. 

Siinmonsvillc Ave.... 

238 

Confluence with 

103 

Pocasset Brook. 
Atwood Ave. 

126 



700 ft upstream of 

144 


Atwood Ave. 



(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title 
Xin of Housing and Urban Development Act 
of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33 FR 
17804, November 28. 1968), as amended (42 
US.O. 4001-4128); and Secretary’s delegation 
of authority to Federal Insurance Adminis¬ 
trator, 34 FR 2680, February 27, 1969, as 
amended (39 FR 2787, January 24, 1974).) 

Issued: November 7,1977. 

Patricia Roberts Harris, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc.77-35364 Filed 12-14-77:8:45 am] 


[ 4210 - 01 ] 

[ 24 CFR Part 1917 ] 

[Docket No. FI-3748] 

CITY OF SACHSE, DALLAS COUNTY, TEX. 
Proposed Rood Elevation Determinations 

AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis¬ 
tration, HUD. 

ACTION: Proposed rule. 

SUMMARY: Technical Information or 
comments are solicited on the proposed 
base (100-year) flood elevations listed be¬ 
low for selected locations in the City of 
Sachse, Dallas County, Tex. 

These base (100-year) flood elevations 
are the basis for the flood plain manage¬ 
ment measures that the community is re¬ 
quired to either adopt or show evidence 
of being already in effect in order to qual¬ 


ify or remain qualified for participation 
in the National Flood Insurance Program 
(NFIP). 

DATES: The period for comment will be 
ninety (90) days following the second 
publication of this proposed rule in a 
newspaper of local circulation in the 
above-named community. 

ADDRESSES: Maps and other infor¬ 
mation showing the detailed outlines of 
the flood-prone areas and the proposed 
base (100-year) flood elevations are 
available for review at City Hall, Route 
2, Box 153C, Garland, Tex. 75040. Send 
comments to: Mayor Tommy J. Roan, 
Route 2, Garland, Tex. 75040. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Mr. Richard Krimm, Assistant Admin¬ 
istrator, Office of Flood Insurance, 202- 

755-5581 or toll free line 800-424-8872, 

Room 5270. 451 Seventh Street. SW., 

Washington, D.C. 20410. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The Federal Insurance Administrator 
gives notice of the proposed determina¬ 
tions of base (100-year) flood elevations 
for the City of Sachse, Dallas County, 
Tex., in accordance with section 110 of 
the Flood Disaster Protection Act of 1973 
(Pub. L. 93-234). 87 Stat. 980. which 
added section 1363 to the National Flood 
Insurance Act of 1968 (Title XIH of the 
Housing and Urban Development Act of 
1968 (Pub. L. 90-448)), 42 U.S.C. 4001- 
4128, and 24 CFR 1917.4(a). 

These elevations, together with the 
flood plain management measures re¬ 
quired by § 1910.3 of the program regula¬ 
tions, are the minimum that are required. 
They should not be construed to mean 
the community must change any existing 
ordinances that are more stringent in 
their flood plain management require¬ 
ments. The community may at any time 
enact stricter requirements on its own, 
or pursuant to policies established by 
other Federal, State, or regional entities. 
These proposed elevations will also be 
used to calculate the appropriate flood 
insurance premium rates for new build¬ 
ings and their contents and for the sec¬ 
ond layer of insurance on existing build¬ 
ings and their contents. 

The proposed base (100-year) flood 
elevations for selected locations are: 


8ource of flooding 

Location 

Elevation 
In feet, 
national 
geodetic 
vertical 
datum 

Muddy Creek. 

, Approximately 100 ft 
upstream of the 
confluence of Long 
Branch. 

452 


Approximately 150 ft 
downstream of 
Pleasant Valley 

Rd. 

462 

Stream 2E8. 

Approximately 100 ft 
upstream of the 
soil conservation 

473 


service dam. 
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Elevation 
In feet, 

Source of flooding Location national 

geodetic 

vortical 

datum 


Long Branch.Just upstream of 460 

Pleasant Valley 
Rd. 

Approximately 150 ft 487 

upstream of Mer¬ 
ritt Rd. 

Just upstream of 403 

Sachse Rd. 

J list upstream of 513 

Williford Rd. 

Approximately ISO ft 538 

downstream of 
Dewitt Rd. 

Stream 2E3.Just downstream of 504 

Miles Rd. 

Stream 2E7. Just upstream of 614 

Williford Rd. 

Rowlett Creek.Just upstream of the 466 

intersection of 
Pleasant Valley 
Rd. and Miles Rd. 


(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title 
XIII of Housing and Urban Development 
Act of 1968), effective January 28, 2969 (33 
FR 17804, November 28. 1968). as amended; 
42 U.8.C. 4001-4128; and Secretary’s delega¬ 
tion of authority to Federal Insurance Ad¬ 
ministrator, 34 FR 2680, February 27, 1969, 
as amended (39 FR 2787, January 24, 1974).) 

Issued: November 7,1977. 

Patricia Roberts Harris, 

Secretary . 

|FR Doc.77-35366 Filed 12-14-77;8:45 am) 


[ 4210 - 01 ] 

[ 24 CFR Part 1917] 

|Docket No. FI-3390] 

TOWN OF BRANDON, RUTLAND COUNTY, 
VT. 

Proposed Rood Elevation Determinations; 
Correction 

AGENC Y: F ederal Insurance Adminis¬ 
tration, HUD. 

ACTION: Correction of proposed rule. 

SUMMARY: This document corrects a 
proposed rule on base (100-year) flood 
elevations that appeared on page 42 
PR 64378 of the Federal Register erf Oc¬ 
tober 5,1977 (42 FR 54378). 

EFFECTIVE DATE: October 5, 1977. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Mr. Richard Krimm, Assistant Ad¬ 
ministrator, Office of Flood Insurance. 
202-755-5581 or toll free line 800-424- 
8872, Room 5270, 451 Seventh Street 
SW., Washington, D.C. 20410. 




Elevation 



in feet, 

Source of flooding 

Location 

national 

geodetic 

vertical 

datum 

Neshobe River. 

. 2,700 feet downstream 

433 


of Wheeler Rd. 

At Wheeler Rd. 

435 


1,300 ft upstream of 
Town Farm Rd. 

486 


4,600 ft upstream of 
Town Form Rd. 

508 


(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title 
XIII of Housing and Urban Development Act 
of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33 FR 
17804. November 28. 1968), as amended; 42 
U.S.C. 4001-4128; and Secretary's delegation 
of authority to Federal Insurance Admin¬ 
istrator 34 FR 2680. February 27, 1969, as 
amended (39 FR 2787, January 24.1974).) 

Issued: November 7,1977. 

Patricia Roberts Harris, 

Secretary . 

|FR Doc.77-36366 Filed 12-14-77:8:45 am] 


[ 4210 - 01 ] 

[24 CFR Part 1917] 

(Docket No. FI-3749] 

Proposed Flood Elevation Determinations 

TOWN OF RUTLAND, RUTLAND COUNTY, 
VERMONT 

AGENCY: Federal Insurance Admin¬ 
istration, HUD. 

ACTION: Proposed rule. 

SUMMARY: Technical information or 
comments are solicited on the proposed 
base (100-year) flood elevations listed 
below for selected locations in the Town 
of Rutland, Rutland County, Vermont. 

These base (100-year) flood elevations 
are the basis for the flood plain manage¬ 
ment measures that the community is 
required to either adopt or show evi¬ 
dence of being already in effect in order 
to qualify or remain qualified for par¬ 
ticipation in the National Flood Insur¬ 
ance Program (NFIP). 

DATE: The period for comment will be 
ninety (90) days following the second 
publication of this proposed rule in a 
newspaper of local circulation in the 
above-named community. 

ADDRESS: Maps and other information 
showing the detailed outlines of the 
flood-prone areas and the proposed base 
(100-year) flood elevations are avail¬ 
able for review at Rutland Town Hal1, 
Route 4, Rutland, Vt. 05701. 

Send comments to: Mr. Fred Gallipo, 
Chairman, Board of Selectmen, Town of 
Rutland, P.O. Box G. Rutland Town, Vt. 
05701. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Mr. Richard Krimm. Assistant Admin¬ 
istrator, Office of Flood Insurance, 
202-755-5581 or toll free line, 800- 
424-8872, Room 5270, 451 Seventh 
Street SW., Washington. D.C. 20410. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The Federal Insurance Administrator 
gives notice of the proposed determina¬ 
tions of base (100-year) flood elevations 
for the Town of Rutland, in accordance 
with section 110 of the Flood Disaster 
Protection Act of 1973 (Pub. L. 93-234), 
87 Stat. 980, which added section 1363 to 
the National Flood Insurance Act of 
1968 (Title xm of the Housing and 
Urban Development Act of 1968 (Pub. L. 
90—448)), 42 U.6.C. 4001-4128, and 24 
CFR 1917.4(a). 


These elevations, together with the 
flood plain management measures re¬ 
quired by section 1910.3 of the program 
regulations, are the minimum that are 
required. They should not be construed 
to mean the community must change any 
existing ordinances that are more strin¬ 
gent in their flood plain management 
requirements. The community may at 
any time enact stricter requirements on 
its own, or pursuant to policies estab¬ 
lished by other Federal, State or re¬ 
gional entities. These proposed eleva¬ 
tions will also be used to calculate the 
appropriate flood insurance premium 
rates for new buildings and their con¬ 
tents and for the second layer of insur¬ 
ance on existing buildings and their 
contents. 

The proposed base (100-year) flood 
elevations for selected location are: 


Elevation 
in feet, 

Source of flooding Location national 

geodetic 

vertical 

datum 


Otter Creek. 


Clarendon River. 

East Creak.. 


Tenny Brook- 


North Branch. 
Tenny Brook.. 


South Branch, 
Tenny Brook. 


Creed Brook. 


. At aorpomte limits 
with town of 
Proctor. 

Just upstream of U.S. 
Route 4. 

Center Rutland Dam. 

At corporate limits 
with city of Rut¬ 
land (2,450 ft up- 
stream of Depot 
Lane). 

At corporate limits 
with city of Rut¬ 
land (700 ft down¬ 
stream of Park 8t.). 

At corporate limits 
with town of 
Clarendon. 

At confluence with 
Otter Creek. 

At corporate limits 
with West Rutland. 
.. Patch Dam (corpo¬ 
rate limits with 
dty of Rutland). 

Just unstream of 
McKinley Ave. 

Upstream of U.S. 
Route 7. 

300 It downstream of 
confluence with 
Curtis Brook. 

Upsteam of Chit¬ 
tenden Rd. 

3,3-10 ft apeteam of 
Chittenden Rd. 

5,340 ft upsteam of 
Chittenden Rd. 

.. At corporate limits 
with city of Rut¬ 
land. 

At confluence of North 
and South Branches 
of Tenny Brook. 

1,660 ft upstream of 
.. confluence with 
South Branch. 

A 550 ft upstream of 
confluence with 
South Branch. 

2,440 ft upstream of 
confluence with 
North Branch. 

870 ft downstream of 
U.S. Route 4. 

630 ft downstream of 
U.S. Route 4. 

Upstream of U.8. 
Route 4. 

.. At confluence with 
East Creek. 

620 ft downstream of 
U.8. Route 7. 

♦20 ft downstream of 
U.8. Route7. 

Just downstream of 
U.S. Route 7. 


487 


492 


:K 

519 


534 

335 

488 

490 

601 

607 

643 

663 


679 

727 

758 

123 

V.". 

640 

688 

636 


667 

675 

701 

633 

663 

601 

666 
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Elevation 
in feei, 

Source of flooding Location national 

geodetic 

vertical 

datum 


DATE: The period for comment will be 
ninety (90) days following the second 
publication of this proposed rule in a 
newspaper of local circulation in the 
above-named community. 


Source of flooding 

Location 

Elevation 
in feet, 
national 
geodetic 
vertical 
datum 

Buffalo Creek. 

U S. 15 and 460. . 

815 


Little Buffalo Creek.. 

315 

Little Buffalo 

8tate 643. 

315 

Creek. 

Sanford St. (extended). 

315 


South corporate limit. 

316 


(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title 
Xin of Housing and Urban Development Act 
of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33 FR 
17804, November 28. 1968), as amended (42 
U.S.C. 4001-4128); and Secretary’s delegation 
ol authority to Federal Insurance Adminis¬ 
trator 34 FR 2680, February 27, 1969. as 
amended (39 FR 2787, January 24, 1974).) 

Issued: November 7,1977. 

Patricia Roberts Harris, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.77-35368 Filed 12-14-77;8:45 am] 


[ 4210-01 ] 

[24CFR Part 1917] 

[Docket No. FI-3751 [ 

TOWN OF LEON, MASON COUNTY, W. VA. 
Proposed Flood Elevation Determinations 

AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis¬ 
tration, HUD. 

ACTION: Proposed rule. 

SUMMARY: Technical information or 
comments are solicited on the proposed 
base (100-year) flood elevations listed 
below for selected locations in the Town 
of Leon. Mason County, W. Va. 

These base (100-year) flood elevations 
are the basis for the flood plain manage¬ 
ment measures that the community is re¬ 
quired to either adopt or show evidence 
of being already in effect in order to 
qualify or remain qualified for participa¬ 
tion in the National Flood Insurance 
Program <NFIP>. 

DATES: The period for comment will be 
ninety (90) days following the second 
publication of this proposed rule in a 
newspaper of local circulation in the 
above-named community. 

ADDRESSES: Maps and other informa¬ 
tion showing the detailed outlines of the 
flood-prone areas and the proposed base 
(100-year) flood elevations are available 
for review at Town Hall, Leon, W. Va. 
Send comments to: Mayor Ronald Dow¬ 
ell, Town Hall, Leon, W. Va. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Mr. Richard Krimm, Assistant Ad¬ 
ministrator, Office of Flood Insurance, 
202-755-5581 or toll free line 800-424- 
8872, Room 5270, 451 Seventh Street 
SW.. Washington, D.C. 20410. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The Federal Insurance Administrator 
gives notice of the proposed determina¬ 
tions of base (100-year) flood elevations 
for the Town of Leon, W. Va., in accord¬ 
ance with section 110 of the Flood Dis- 


c urtts Brook... At confluence with 065 

Fust Creek. 

Unstrcara at Blueberry 682 

Lane. 

800 ft downstream of 687 

Tamarack Lane. 

Just downstream of fltih 

Tamarack Lane. 

Musscy Brook.At corporate limits 587 

city of Rutland. 

920 ft upstream of 587 

corporate limits with 
city of Rutland 

1530 ft upstream of 601 

corporate limits with 
city of* Rutland. 

2000 ft upstream of 605 

corporate limits with 
city of Rutland. 

580 ft downstream of 613 

confluence with 
Cold Brook. 

M0 ft upsl ream of con- 614 

fluence with Cold 
Brook. 

Just upstream of 632 

Stratton Kri. 

Just downstream of 644 

Little Eddy Pond 

Dam. 

Pinnacle Ridge At corporate limits 655 

Brook. with town of Pitta- 

ford. 

Just upstream of 671 

North Grove Street. 

780 ft upstream of 674 

North Grove Street. 

1280 ft upstream of 680 

North Grove Street. 

1680 ft upstream of 688 

North Grove Street. 


• National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title 
XIII of Housing and Urban Development Act 
of 1968). effective January 28, 1969 (33 FR 
17804, November 28, 1908), as amended (42 
U.S.C. 4001-4128); and Secretary’s delegation 
of authority to Federal Insurance Adminis¬ 
trator, 34 FR 2680, February 27, 1969, as 
: mended (39 FR 2787, January 24, 1974).) 

Issued: November 7, 1977. 

Patricia Roberts Harris, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.77-35367 Filed 12-14-77:8:45 am) 


[ 4210-01 ] 

[ 24 CFR Part 1917 ] 

[Docket No. FI-3750) 

TOWN OF FARMV1LLE, PRINCE EDWARD 
AND CUMBERLAND COUNTIES, VIRGINIA 

Proposed Flood Elevation Determinations 

AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis¬ 
tration, HUD. 

ACTION: Proposed rule. 

SUMMARY: Technical information or 
comments are solicited on the proposed 
base (100-year) flood elevations listed 
below lor selected locations in the Town 
of Farmville, Prince Edward and Cum¬ 
berland Counties. Va. 

These base (100-year) flood elevations 
are the basis for the flood plain manage¬ 
ment measures that the community is 
required to either adopt or show evidence 
of being already in effect in order to 
qualify or remain qualified for partici¬ 
pation in the National Flood Insurance 
Program (NFIP). 


ADDRESS: Maps and other information 
showing the detailed outlines of the 
flood-prone areas and the proposed base 
(100-year) flood elevations are available 
for review at 116 North Main Street, 
Farmville, Virginia 23901. 

Send comments to: Mr. T. W. Bloom¬ 
field. Town Manager of Farmville, P.O. 
Drawer 368, Farmville, Va. 23901. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Mr. Richard Krimm, Assistant Admin¬ 
istrator, Office of Flood Insurance, 202- 
755-5581 or toll free line, 800-424-8872. 
Room 5270, 451 Seventh Street SW., 
Washington, D.C. 20410. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The Federal Insurance Administrator 
gives notice of the proposed determina¬ 
tions of base (100-year) flood elevations 
for the Town of Farmville, Prince Ed¬ 
ward and Cumberland Counties. Va. in 
accordance with section 110 of the Flood 
Disaster Protection Act of 1973 (Pub. L. 
93-234). 87 Stat. 980, which added section 
1363 to the National Flood Insurance Act 
of 1968 (Title Xin of the Housing and 
Urban Development Act of 1968 (Pub. L. 
90-448)). 42 U.S.C. 4001-4128, and 24 
CFR 1917.4(a). 

These elevations, together with the 
flood plain management measures re¬ 
quired by $ 1910.3 of the program regu¬ 
lations, are the minimum that are re¬ 
quired. They should not be construed to 
mean the community must change any 
existing ordinances that are more strin¬ 
gent in their flood plain management re¬ 
quirements. The community may at any 
time enact stricter requirements on its 
own, or pursuant to policies established 
by other Federal, State, or regional en¬ 
tities. These proposed elevations will also 
be used to calculate the appropriate flood 
insurance premium rates for new build¬ 
ings and their contents and for the sec¬ 
ond layer of insurance on existing build¬ 
ings and their contents. 

The proposed base (100-year) flood 
elevations for selected locations are: 


Elevation 
in feet 

Source of flooding Location above 

mean sea 
level 


Appomattox River. Downstream 310 

corporate limit. 

Gross Creek. 312 

Norfolk and Western 312 

RK. 

IT.8. route 45. 313 

Upstream coriwatc 314 

limit. 

Gross Creek...Second St. 312 

East Third St. 312 

Fire house. 312 

Buffalo St. 3J2 

Four St. 312 

Putney St. 3lf. 

Church St. (extended). 317 

Landon St. 323 

(extended). 
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aster Protection Act of 1973 (Pub. L. 93- 
234), 87 Stat. 980, which added section 
1363 to the National Flood Insurance Act 
of 1968 (Pub. L. 90-448)), 42 U.S.C. 4001- 
4128, and 24 CFR 1917.4(a). 

These elevations, together with the 
flood plain management measures re¬ 
quired by 5 1910.3 of the program regu¬ 
lations, are the minimum that are re¬ 
quired. They should not be construed to 
mean the community must change any 
existing ordinances that are more strin¬ 
gent in their flood plain management re¬ 
quirements. The community may at any 
time enact stricter requirements on its 
own, or pursuant to policies established 
by other Federal, State, or regional en¬ 
tities. These proposed elevations will also 
be used to calculate the appropriate flood 
insurance premium rates for new build¬ 
ings and their contents and for the sec¬ 
ond layer of insurance on existing build¬ 
ings and their contents. 

The proposed base (100-year) flood 
elevations for selected locations are: 


Source of flooding 

Location 

Elevation 
in feet, 
national 
geodetic 
vertical 
datum 

Kanawha River.... 

Along river bank. 

571 

Thirteenmile 

West Virginia State 

571 

Creek. 

Route 62. 



(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title 
XIII of Housing and Urban Development Act 
of 1968), effective January 28. 1969 (33 FR 
17804, November 28, 1968), as amended; 42 
US.C. 4001-4128; and Secretary’s delegation 
of authority to Federal Insurance Adminis¬ 
trator. 34 FR 2880, February 27, 1969. as 
amended (39 FR 2787, January 24, 1974).) 

Issued: November 7, 1977, 

Patricia Roberts Harris, 
Secretary. 

I FR Doc.77-35369 Filed 12-14-77.8:45 am| 

[ 4210 - 01 ] 

[24 CFR Part 1917] 

[Docket No. FI-37521 
CITY OF DARLINGTON, WIS. 
Proposed Rood Elevation Determinations 

AGENCY : Fe deral Insurance Adminis¬ 
tration. HUD. 

ACTION: Proposed rule. 

SUMMARY: Technical information or 
comments are solicited on the proposed 
base flood elevations (100-year flood) 
listed below for selected locations in the 
City of Darlington, Wis. 

These base flood elevations are the 
basis for the flood plain management 
measures that the community is required 
to either adopt or show evidence of being 
already in effect in order to qualify or 
remain-qualified for participation in the 
National Flood Insurance Program 
(NFIP). 

DATES: The period for comment will be 
ninety days following the second publi¬ 
cation of this notice in a newspaper of 
local circulation in the above-named 
community. 


ADDRESSES: Map6 and other informa¬ 
tion showing the detailed outlines of the 
flood-prone areas and the proposed base 
flood elevations are available for review 
at City Hall, 135 East Ann Street. Dar¬ 
lington, Wis. Any person having knowl¬ 
edge, information, or wishing to make a 
comment on these proposed elevations 
should immediately notify Mayor Law¬ 
rence Burns, City Hall, 135 East Ann 
Street. Darlington, Wis. 53530. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Mr. Richard Krimm, Assistant Admin¬ 
istrator, Office of Flood Insurance, 

202-755-5581 or toll free line 800-424- 

8872, Room 5270, 451 Seventh Street 

SW., Washington, D.C. 20410. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The Federal Insurance Administrator 
gives notice of the proposed determina¬ 
tions of base flood elevations (100-year 
flood) for the City of Darlington, Wis., In 
accordance with section 110 of the Flood 
Disaster Protection Act of 1973 (Pub. L. 
93-234), 87 Stat. 980, which added sec¬ 
tion 1363 to the National Flood Insur¬ 
ance Act of 1968 (Title Xin of the Hous¬ 
ing and Urban Development Act of 1968 
(Pub. L. 90-448)), 42 U.S.C. 4001-4128, 
and 24 CFR Part 1917. 

These elevations together with the 
flood plain management measures re¬ 
quired by $ 1910.3 of the program regu¬ 
lations are the minimum that are re¬ 
quired. They should not be construed to 
mean the community must change any 
existing ordinances that are more strin¬ 
gent in their flood plain management re¬ 
quirements. The community may at any 
time enact stricter requirements on its 
own, or pursuant to policies established 
by other Federal, state or regional enti¬ 
ties. These proposed elevations will also 
be used- to calculate the appropriate 
flood insurance premium rates for new 
buildings and their contents and for the 
second layer of insurance on existing 
buildings and contents. 

The proposed 100-year flood elevations 
for selected locations are: 


Elevation 
in feet, 

Source of flooding Location national 

geodetic 

vertical 

datum 


Pocatontca River... Chicago, Milwaukee. 825 

St Paul and Pacino 
UK- 

State Trunk High- 823 

ways 23 and 81. 

Chicago, Milwaukee, 822 

St. Paul and Pacific 
RR. 


Natio nal Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title 
Xm of Housing and Urban Development Act 
of 1968), effective January 28. 1969 (33 FR 
17804, November 28, 1968). as amended: 42 
U S.C. 4001-4128; and Secretary* delegation 
of authority to Federal Insurance Adminis¬ 
trator 34 FR 2680, February 27, 1969, as 
amended (39 FR 2787, January 24, 1974). 

Issued : August 11,1977. 

Patricia Roberts Harris, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc.77-36370 Filed 12-14-77;8:45 am] 


[ 4210-01 ] 

[24 CFR Part 1917] 

[Docket No. FI-3753] 

VILLAGE OF LAKE NEBAGAMON, 
DOUGLAS COUNTY, WIS. 

Proposed Rood Elevation Determinations 

AGENCY: Federal Insurance Admin¬ 
istration. HUD. 

ACTION: Proposed rule. 

SUMMARY: Technical information or 
comments are solicited on the proposed 
base (100-year) flood elevations listed 
below for selected locations in the Vil¬ 
lage of Lake Nebagamon, Douglas 
County, Wis. 

These base (100-year) flood elevations 
are the basis for the flood plain manage¬ 
ment measures that the community is 
required to either adopt or show evi¬ 
dence of being already in effect in order 
to qualify or remain qualified for partici¬ 
pation in t he N ational Flood Insurance 
Program (NFIP). 

DATES: The period for comment will be 
ninety (90) days following the second 
publication of this proposed rule in a 
newspaper of local circulation In the 
above-named community. 

ADDRESSES: Maps and other informa¬ 
tion showing the detailed outlines of the 
flood-prone areas and the proposed base 
(100-year) flood elevations are available 
for review at Village Auditorium, First 
and Lake Street. Lake Nebagamon. Wis. 

Send comments to: Mr. Ernest Venner- 
strom. Village President, Village of Lake 
Nebagamon, Village Auditorium, Fb’st 
and Lake Street, P.O. Box 303, Lake 
Nebagamon, Wis. 54849. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Mr. Richard Krimm. Assistant Ad¬ 
ministrator, Office of Flood Insurance. 
202-755-5581 or toll-free line 800-424- 
8872, room 5270. 451 Seventh Streei 
SW., Washington, D.C. 20410. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION : 
The Federal Insurance Administrator 
gives notice of the proposed determina¬ 
tions of base (100-year) flood elevations 
for the Village of Lake Nebagamon, Wis., 
In accordance with section 110 of the 
Flood Disaster Protection Act of 1973 
(Pub. L. 93-234). 87 Stat. 980. which 
added section 1363 to the National 
Insurance Act of 1968 (Title Xin of the 
Housing and Urban Development Act of 
1968 (Pub. L. 90-448)), 42 UB.C. 4001- 
4128. and 24 CFR 1917.4(a). 

These elevations, together with the 
flood plain managorient measures re¬ 
quired by 3 1910.3 of the program regula¬ 
tions, are the minimum that are re¬ 
quired. They should not be construed to 
mean the community must change any 
existing ordinances that are more 
stringent in their flood plain manage¬ 
ment requirements. The community may 
at any time enact stricter requirements 
on its own, or pursuant to policies estab¬ 
lished by other Federal, State, or re¬ 
gional entities. These proposed elevations 
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will also be used to calculate the appro¬ 
priate flood insurance premium rates for 
new buildings and their contents and for 
the second layer of insurance on existing 
buildings and their contents. 

The proposed base (100-year) flood 
elevations for selected locations are: 


Source of flooding Location 


Elevation 
in feet, 
national 
geodetic 
vertical 
datum 


Nebogamon Creek. Cpunty Trunk High- 1,102 

way “B’\ 

County Trunk High- 1,107 

way “8". 

East Luke Blvd. 1,111 

(upstream side). 

Park Creek.1st St.. 1,111 

2d St. 1.11A 

County Trunk High- 1,122 

way “B”. 

1st St. Noith. 1.130 

3d 8t. North. 1,136 

County Trunk High- 1.141 

way "F”. 

Lake Nebagamon.. Village of Lake 1, 111 

Nebagamou shore¬ 
line. 


(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title 
XIII of Housing and Urban Development Act 
of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33 FR 
17804, November 28, 1968), as amended; 42 
U.S.C. 4001-4128; and Secretary’s delegation 
of authority to Federal Insurance Adminis¬ 
trator 34 FR 2680, February 27. 1969, as 
amended (39 FR 2787, January 24, 1974).) 

Issued: November 7,1977. 

Patricia Roberts Harris, 

Secretary. 

I FR Doc.77-35371 FUed 12-14-77;8:45 am] 


[ 4210-01 ] 

[24CFR Part 1917] 

[Docket No. FI-3754] 

VILLAGE OF SOLON SPRINGS, DOUGLAS 
COUNTY, WIS. 

Proposed Flood Elevation Determinations 

AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis¬ 
tration, HUD. 

ACTION: Proposed rule. 


SUMMARY: Technical information or 
comments are solicited on the proposed 
base GOO-year) flood elevations listed 
below for selected locations in the Village 
of Solon Springs, Douglas County, Wis. 

These base (100-year) flood elevations 
are the basis for the flood plain manage¬ 
ment measures that the community is 
required to either adopt or show evidence 
of being already in effect in order to 
qualify or remain qualified for partici¬ 
pation in t he N ational Flood Insurance 
Program (NFIP). 

DATES: The period for comment will be 
ninety (90) days following the second 
publication of this proposed rule in a 
newspaper of local circulation in the 
above-named community. 

ADDRESSES: Maps and other informa¬ 
tion showing the detailed outlines of the 
flood-prone areas and the proposed base 
(100-year) flood elevations are available 
for review at Village Hall, Solon Springs, 
Wis. 

Send comments to: Mr. Robert Mc¬ 
Cloud. Village President, Village of Solon 
Springs. P.O. Box 273, Solon Springs, 
Wis. 54873. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Mr. Richard Krimm. Assistant Ad¬ 
ministrator, Office of Flood Insurance. 
202-755-5581 or toll-free line 800-424- 
8872, room 5270, 451 Seventh Street 
SW., Washington, D.C. 20410. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The Federal Insurance Administrator 
gives notice of the proposed determina¬ 
tions of base (100-year) flood elevations 
for the Village of Solon Springs, Wis., in 
accordance with section 110 of the Flood 
Disaster Protection Act of 1973 (Pub. L. 
93-234), 87 Stat. 980, which added sec¬ 
tion 1383 to the National Flood Insur¬ 
ance Act of 1968 (Title Xin of t he Hous¬ 
ing and Urban Development Act of 1968 
(Pub. L. 90-448)), 42 U.S.C. 4001-4128, 
and 24 CFR 1917.4(a). 

These elevations, together with the 
flood plain management measures re¬ 


quired by § 1910.3 of the program regu¬ 
lations, are the minimum that are re¬ 
quired. They should not be construed to 
mean the community must change any 
existing ordinances that are more strin¬ 
gent in their flood plain management re¬ 
quirements. The community may at any 
time enact stricter requirements on its 
own, or pursuant to policies established 
by other Federal, State, or regional en¬ 
tities. These proposed elevations will 
also be used to calculate the appropriate 
flood insurance premium rates for new 
buildings and their contents and for the 
second layer of insurance on existing 
buildings and their contents. 

The"proposed base (100-year) flood 
elevations for selected locations are: 


Source of flooding 

Location 

Elevation 
In feet, 
national 
geodetic 
vertical 
datum 

St. Croix River. 

Mi-KI-KI Ave. 

1,020 


Ash Ave. 

_ 1,020 

Unnamed creek.... 

lit St». 



lrt St». 

_ 1,075 


Pine Ave. 

_ 1,071 


2d St *. 



2d St*. 

_ 1,063 


Maple Ave'. 

_ 1,061 


Maple Ave *. 

_ 1,054 

Unnamed creek.... 

Cedar Ave 1 . 

. 1,051 


Cedar Ave *. 

_ 1.045 


Sd 8t *. 

_ 1,040 


3d 81*. 

. 1,037 


Cedar Ave. 

_ 1,028 


5th St *. 

_ 1,022 


5th St». 

1,021 


»Upstream. 

* Downstream. 

(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title 
XHI of Housing and Urban Development Act 
of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33 FR 
17804, November 28, 1968), as amended; 42 
U8.C. 4001-4128; and Secretary’s delegation 
of authority to Federal Insurance Adminis¬ 
trator 34 FR 2680, February 27, 1969, as 
amended (39 FR 2787, January 24, 1974).) 

Issued November 7, 1977. 

Patricia Roberts Harris, 
Secretary . 

[FR Doc.77-35372 Filed 12-14-77;8:45 am] 
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[ 6355-01 ] 

Title 16—Commercial Practices 

CHAPTER II—CONSUMER PRODUCT 
SAFETY COMMISSION 

SUBCHAPTER B—CONSUMER PRODUCT 
SAFETY ACT REGULATIONS 

PART 1145—REGULATION OF PRODUCTS 
SUBJECT TO OTHER ACTS UNDER THE 
CONSUMER PRODUCT SAFETY ACT 

Consumer Patching Compounds and Artifi¬ 
cial Emberizing Materials (Embers and 
Ash) Containing Respirable Free-Form 
Asbestos 

AGENCY: Consumer Product Safety 
Commission. 

ACTION: Pinal rules. 

SUMMARY: The Commission issues Anal 
rules determining that it is in the public 
interest to regulate consumer patching 
compounds and artificial emberizing ma¬ 
terials (embers and ash) containing res¬ 
pirable, free-form asbestos, for the pur¬ 
pose of addressing the risk* of cancer 
associated with inhalation of asbestos 
fibers, under the Consumer Product 
Safety Act (CPSA) rather than under 
the Federal Hazardous Substance Act 
(FHSA). According to the CPSA, a risk 
of injury that could be eliminated or 
reduced to a sufficient extent under the 
FHSA may not be regulated under the 
CPSA, unless the Commission finds by 
rule that it is in the public interest to 
do so. 

EFFECTIVE DATES: For consumer 
patching compounds containing respi¬ 
rable, free-form asbestos, this rule be¬ 
comes effective on January 16, 1978. For 
artificial emberizing materials (embers 
and ash) containing respirable free-form 
asbestos, this rule becomes effective De¬ 
cember 15,1977. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Charles M. Jacobson. Compliance and 
Enforcement Regulatory Management 
Division, Consumer Product Safety 
Commission. Washington, D.C. 20207. 
301-492-6400. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Background 

On July 29. 1977, by publication of a 
notice in the Federal Register (42 FR 
38782), the Commission proposed a rule 
under section 30(d) of the Consumer 
Product Safety Act (CPSA) (15 U.S.C. 
2079(d)) as amended, that it is in the 
public interest to regulate consumer 
patching compounds and artificial em¬ 
berizing materials (embers and ash) 
containing respirable free-form asbestos 
under the CPSA rather than under the 
Federal Hazardous Substances Act 
(FHSA), (15 U.S.C. 1261-1274). Section 
30(d) reads: 

A risk of Injury which Is associated with 
a oonsumer product and which could be 
eliminated or reduced to a sufficient extent 
under the Federal Hazardous Substances Act 
• • • may be regulated under the CPSA 
only if the Commission by rule finds that It 
is in the pubUc Interest to regulate such risk 
of Injury under [the CPSA.l 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 

Also on July 29, 1977, the Commission 
proposed in the Federal Register (42 
FR 38783) a regulation under the CPSA 
that would declare as banned hazardous 
products, consumer patching compounds 
and artificial emberizing materials (em¬ 
bers and ash) containing respirable free¬ 
form asbestos. 

The Commission's reasons in the pro¬ 
posed section 30(d) rule for proceeding 
under the CPSA rather than the FHSA 
are: 

1. The rulemaking proceedings for 
regulation of these products under the 
FHSA are likely to be lengthy and re¬ 
source-consuming. 

2. Rulemaking proceedings under the 
CPSA are governed by provisions of the 
Administrative Procedure Act (5 U.S.C. 
553), and are informal and nonad- 
versarial in nature and thus it would be 
more likely that participation of the pub¬ 
lic, including consumers, would be forth¬ 
coming in rulemaking proceedings under 
the CPSA. 

3. The Commission believes that civil 
penalty provisions available under the 
CPSA against persons who knowingly 
violate the CPSA may provide additional 
incentive for compliance under the 
CPSA. The FHSA does not provide the 
remedy of civil penalties. 

Comments 

No comments were received by the 
Commission which deal directly with the 
proposed section 30(d) rule. In com¬ 
ments on the proposed ban, however, 
several persons in the marketing chain 
commented approvingly on the decision 
to regulate under the CPSA because 
CPSA does not require repurchase of 
banned hazardous products by manufac¬ 
turers. distributors, and retailers. On the 
other hand, several groups of consumer- 
oriented interests noted that they would 
have preferred regulation under FHSA 
because FHSA provides for such re¬ 
purchase. 

As noted in the proposed section 30(d) 
rule, the Commission is aware that regu¬ 
lation under CPSA would preclude man¬ 
dated repurchase of banned hazardous 
products. However, the CPSA does not 
preclude voluntary arrangements for re¬ 
purchase back up the distribution chain. 
Moreover, the advantages enumerated 
above, particularly, the advantage of 
having a final banning regulation in 
force without having to first provide for 
lengthy adjudicatory proceedings, ap¬ 
pears to the Commission to be more 
beneficial to consumer health and safety 
than the refunds consumers would have 
under FHSA. In the matter of artificial 
emberizing materials, repurchase under 
the FHSA would have meant that many 
persons in the chain of distribution 
would have handled these materials 
rather than disposing of them quickly 
in order to avoid additional exposure. 

Accordingly, the Commission finds 
that for the health and safety of con¬ 
sumers. it is in the public interest to 
regulate consumer patching compounds 
and artificial emberizing materials con¬ 
taining respirable free-form asbestos 
under the CPSA rather than the FHSA. 
Therefore, pursuant to section 30(d) of 


the CPSA, Pub L. 92-573. 86 Stat. 1231, 
as amended, 90 Stat. 510, 15 UB.C. 
2079(d), the Commission amends Title 
16. Chapter n t Subchapter B, by adding 
new §§ 1145.4 and 1145.5. 

§ 1145.4 Consumer patching compounds 
containing respirable free-form as¬ 
bestos ; risk of cancer associated with 
inhalation of asbestos fibers. 

(a) The Commission finds that it is 
in the public interest to regulate the 
risk of cancer associated with inhalation 
of asbestos fibers from consumer patch¬ 
ing compounds containing respirable 
free-form asbestos under the Consumer 
Product Safety Act (CPSA) rather than 
under the Federal Hazardous Substances 
Act (FHSA) because of the desirability 
of avoiding possibly lengthy resource- 
consuming, inefficient rulemaking pro¬ 
ceedings under the FHSA and because of 
the availability of civil penalties under 
the CPSA for knowing noncompliance. 

(b) Therefore, consumer patching 
compounds containing respirable free¬ 
form asbestos are regulated under CPSA. 

§ 1145.5 Emberizing materials (embers 
and ash) containing respirable free¬ 
form asbestos; risk of cancer asso¬ 
ciated with inhalation of asbestos 
fibers. 

(a) The Commission finds that it is 
in the public interest to regulate the risk 
of cancer associated with inhalation of 
asbestos fibers from artificial emberizing 
materials (embers and ash) containing 
respirable free-form asbestos under the 
Consumer Product Safety Act (CPSA) 
rather than under the Federal Hazardous 
Substances Act (FHSA) because of the 
desirability of avoiding possibly lengthy, 
resource-consuming, inefficient rulemak¬ 
ing proceedings under the FHSA, and 
because of the availability of civil pen¬ 
alties under the CPSA for knowing non- 
compliance. 

(b) Therefore, artificial emberizing 
materials (embers and ash) containing 
respirable free-form asbestos are reg¬ 
ulated under the CPSA. 

Effective dates: Section 1145.4 be¬ 
comes effective January 16.1978. Section 
1145.5 becomes effective December 15, 
1977. 

(8ec. 30(d), Pub. L. 92-673. 86 Stat. 1231 
as amended. 90 St&t. 510 (15 U.S.C. 2079 
«*))-) 

Dated: December 12,1977. 

Sheldon D. Butts, 
Assistant Secretary, Consumer 
Product Safety Commission . 

[FR Doc.77-35744 Filed 12-12-77; 11:32 om| 

* 
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CONSUMER PATCHING COMPOUNDS AND 
ARTIFICIAL EMBERIZING MATERIALS 
(EMBERS AND ASH) CONTAINING 
RESPIRABLE FREE-FORM ASBESTOS 

Establishment As Banned Hazardous 
Products 

AGENCY: Consumer Product Safety 
Commission. 
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ACTION: Final rules. 

SUMMARY: In this document the Com¬ 
mission declares that the following prod¬ 
ucts containing respirable free-form as¬ 
bestos are banned hazardous products 
under the Consumer Product Safety Act: 
(1) Consumer patching compounds used 
to join or repair interior walls and ceil¬ 
ings (mixing of the product before it Is 
applied, sanding of the product after it is 
dried, and cleanup after completion of 
the process, release asbestos fibers that 
can be inhaled); and (2) artificial em- 
berizing materials (embers and ash) used 
in fireplaces to simulate live embers and 
ash (ordinary air currents in the house¬ 
hold move asbestos fibers that can be in¬ 
haled) . The Commission issues this ban 
in order to reduce or eliminate the unrea¬ 
sonable risk of injury from certain types 
of cancer that may result from inhaling 
asbestos fibers released during the use of 
these products. 

EFFECTIVE DATES: (1) For consumer 
patching compounds containing respira¬ 
ble free-form asbestos, the regulation is¬ 
sued below at section 1304, applies to 
products manufactured or initially Intro¬ 
duced into commerce on January 16, 
1978, or after that date. For all other 
consumer patching compounds contain¬ 
ing respirable free-form asbestos, no 
matter when manufactured or initially 
introduced into commerce, the regulation 
at section 1304 applies on June 12, 1978, 
and after that date. (2) For artificial em- 
berizing materials containing respirable 
free-form asbestos, the regulation Issued 
below at section 1305 applies to products 
in commerce on December 15, 1977, or 
after that date. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Charles M. Jacobson, Consumer Prod¬ 
uct Safety Commission, Compliance 
and Enforcement Regulatory Manage¬ 
ment Division, Washington, D.C. 20207, 
301-492-6400. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Background 

On July 29, 1977, by publication of a 
notice in the Federal Register (42 FR 
38783), the Commission proposed rules to 
declare that consumer patching com¬ 
pounds and artificial emberizing materi¬ 
als (embers and ash) containing respira¬ 
ble free-form asbestos, arc banned haz¬ 
ardous products under the Consumer 
Product Safety Act (CPSA). These rules 
were proposed because the Commission 
preliminarily determined that an unrea¬ 
sonable risk of injury of certain types of 
cancer, such as mesothelioma and lung 
cancer, is associated with inhalable as¬ 
bestos found in these products. The in¬ 
formation on which the Commission’s 
preliminary determination was based is 
set forth in the proposal. The data in 
the proposal are incorporated herein by 
reference. The bibliography of 50 refer¬ 
ences cited in the proposal are repeated 
in this preamble for convenience. Num¬ 
bers 51 and over refer to additional infor¬ 
mation considered in issuing this rule. 
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On July 29, 1977, by publication of a 
notice in the Federal Register (42 FR 
38782), the Commission also proposed a 
rule finding that it is in the public in¬ 
terest to regulate consumer patching 
compounds and artificial emberizing ma¬ 
terials containing respirable free-form 
asbestos under the Consumer Product 
Safety Act (CPSA) rather than under 
the Federal Hazardous Substances Act 
(FHSA). Section 30(d) of the CPSA (15 
UB.C. 2079(d)) requires the Commission 
to make such a finding by rule, before 
regulating under the CPSA, a risk of in¬ 
jury which could be reduced or eliminat¬ 
ed to a sufficient extent under the FHSA. 
The Commission issues this rule else¬ 
where in the Federal Register. The data 
in these proposals are incorporated here¬ 
in, by reference. 

Section 9(a) (2) of the CPSA requires 
that, in addition to providing an oppor¬ 
tunity for making written submissions, 
the Commission shall provide interested 
persons with an opportunity to make oral 
presentations of data, views or argu¬ 
ments relating to proposals to ban. Oral 
presentations on the bans were heard by 
the Commission an August 15, 1977. 
Views on the bans are discussed below 
under Comments on Proposal. 

In order to have sufficient time to re¬ 
view all the responses to the banning 
proposal, including late responses, on 
October 4, 1977 (42 FR 53970), the Com¬ 
mission extended until November 28, 
1977. the time in which it must either 
publish a consumer product safety rule 
or withdraw the proposals to ban. This 
date was further extended until Decem¬ 
ber 12. 1977, bv notice published in the 
Federal Register on November 29, 1977 
(42 FR 60752). 

Comments on Proposal 

Oral views on the proposal were pre¬ 
sented by 7 persons on August 15, 1977 
with 3 representing consumer groups and 
4 representing manufacturers. In addi¬ 
tion. the Commission received 30 writ¬ 
ten comments which represented 17 
manufacturers and 2 distributors; 4 fed¬ 
eral agencies; 3 public interest groups; 
2 concerned citizens; a supplier of raw 
materials; and a chemical research and 
development firm. Among the 10 corn- 
men ters who expressed support for the 
ban were 5 manufacturers of patching 
compounds, 3 federal agencies and 2 pub¬ 
lic interest groups. 

The significant issues raised by the 
oral and written comments are set forth 
below. 

A. Scope and definition. The proposal 
states that consumer patching com¬ 
pounds are those that are customarily 
produced or distributed for sale to or for 
the personal use, consumption or enjoy¬ 
ment of consumers in or around a house¬ 
hold or residence, a school, in recreation 
or otherwise. The Commission considered 
in the proposal that patching compounds 
for application in these consumer en¬ 
vironments are either distributed for sale 
to consumers or are for the personal use 
or enjoyment of consumers. Moreover, 
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information available to the Commission 
indicated that most patching compounds 
for commercial/industrial use are dis¬ 
tributed in such ways that consumers 
have access to these products (51) either 
by purchase or for their use and enjoy¬ 
ment. Therefore, the Commission con¬ 
cluded that these are consumer products 
subject to the Commission’s jurisdiction 
unless such patching compounds are la¬ 
beled as, marketed, and sold solely for 
industrial use. 

1. Patching compounds as consumer 
products, (a) Several commenters re¬ 
quested a clearer definition of consumer 
patching compound and a manufacturer 
questioned the boundaries of the term 
'’consumer product.” The manufacturer 
states that the definition of consumer 
patching compounds in the ban has been 
improperly broadened to include juris¬ 
diction over building materials. He be¬ 
lieves that the CPSA permits regulation 
only of articles used within the home, 
not the structure of the home itself or 
the integral parts of the structure. He 
states that since consumers have access 
to patching compounds containing res¬ 
pirable free-form asbestos through most 
marketing channels, these products can 
be considered consumer products under 
the CPSA. Thus, he believes that it was 
inaDpropriate to cite a recent case, 
("UiS A. v. Anaconda Co., et al.,” Misc. 
No. 77-0024, (D.D.C.) June 15, 1977) 
which indicates that the presence of a 
product in a consumer environment can 
help decide whether that product Is a 
consumer product under the CPSA. 
Therefore, the commenter urges "the 
Commission in its final regulation to de¬ 
lete” the paragraph on "Anaconda” case 
in order to "avoid the creation of an un¬ 
necessary conflict • * • within the reg¬ 
ulation itself.” 

In response to this comment, the Com¬ 
mission notes that the paragraph which 
cites the case in question is not in the 
proposed regulation but in that part of 
the preamble which explains the regu¬ 
lation. m the preamble, the Commission 
cited "Anaconda” not in reliance on the 
case as a basis for regulation but to show 
how the case interprets the definition of 
consumer product at section 3(a)(1) of 
the CPSA which reads, 

The term "consumer product" means any 
article, or component part thereof, produced 
or distributed (1) for sale to a consumer for 
use in or around a permanent or temporary 
household or residence, a school, in recrea¬ 
tion, or otherwise, or (li) for the personal 
use, consumption or enjoyment of a con¬ 
sumer in or around a permanent, or tempo¬ 
rary household or residence, a school, in 
recreation, or otherwise; 

Although courts have not yet reached 
a definitive decision on the coverage of 
the term "consumer product.” the Com¬ 
mission believes that the statute and leg¬ 
islative history, by themselves, afford 
sufficient authority for Commission 
jurisdiction over the defined product and 
its use in consumer environments. It ap¬ 
pears to the Commission that the defini¬ 
tion of consumer patching compound in 
the proposal falls within section 3(a) (1) 
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of the CPSA and that the “Anaconda” 
case underscores the definition. 

In order to minimize any confusion* 
a new subsection (c) has been added to 
g 1304.1 Scope and Application, to show 
the coverage permitted by the CPSA. 
That subsection reads: 

(c) Only consumer producte'are subject 
to this regulation. Patching compounds 
which are consumer products are those which 
a consumer can purchase. Merely labeling 
a patching compound for Industrial use 
would not exclude 6uch articles from the 
ban. If the sale or use of the product by 
consumers is facilitated. It Is subject to the 
ban. Patching compounds which are labeled 
as, marketed, and sold solely for industrial 
use in non-consumer environments are not 
subject to the ban. In addition to those prod¬ 
ucts which can be sold directly to consumers, 
the ban applies to patching compounds con¬ 
taining respirable free-form asbestos which 
are used In residences, schools, hospitals, 
public buildings or other areas where con¬ 
sumers have customary access. 

It Is clear from this language that use 
of patching compounds in consumer en¬ 
vironments determines their status as 
consumer products, whether the patch¬ 
ing compounds are applied profession¬ 
ally or by consumers. And. although the 
hazard may be greater for professional 
users of patching compounds because of 
their repeated exposure, residual dust 
from sanding during construction or 
renovation is also a hazard to consumers 
who may not apply the patching com¬ 
pounds themselves (36). 

(b) A manufacturer who supports the 
ban states that he would have no way 
of policing the sale of different size con¬ 
tainers. Therefore, although he packages 
a 1-gallon size of patching compound for 
sale to consumers and a 5-gallon size for 
commercial-Industrial use, he believes 
the ban should apply to all sizes. 

Given the availability of patching 
compounds to consumers through most 
marketing channels, the Commission 
agrees that it would be burdensome for 
manufacturers and distributors to assure 
that large sizes of patching compounds, 
which they claim to be industrial prod¬ 
ucts, are not sold to consumers. More¬ 
over, as noted In the preceding response, 
merely labeling a patching compound 
for non-consumer use would not exclude 
such articles from the ban. Where a 
manufacturer, distributor or retailer 
fosters or facilitates the product’s sale 
to or use by consumers, the product is 
considered a consumer product and is 
within the scope of this ban. This com¬ 
ment indicates that it may be exceed¬ 
ingly difficult to differentiate a patching 
compound that is a consumer product 
from one that might be termed a prod¬ 
uct for industrial use only. Neverthe¬ 
less. as stated in section 1304.1(c) Scope 
and Application, “patching compounds 
which are labeled as. marketed, and sold 
solely for industrial use in non-consumer 
environments are not subject to the 
ban.” 

2. Regulation of patching compounds 
by OSHA. A manufacturer of dry-wall 
joint compounds states that the commer¬ 
cial and professional market for such 
compounds is already regulated by the 
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Occupational Safety and Health Ad¬ 
ministration of the Department of Labor 
(OSHA) and, since the consumer part 
of his business is small, the ban should 
not apply to compounds for commercial 
and Industrial use. 

As is indicated herein, any patching 
compound containing respirable free¬ 
form asbestos that consumers have ac¬ 
cess to In consumer environments or 
may purchase would be subject to the 
ban. Therefore, such products, although 
they may be for industrial/commercial 
use. are also considered to be consumer 
products. 

On the subject of regulation of these 
products by OSHA. the Commission notes 
that section 31 of the CPSA provides that 
the Commission shall have no authority 
to regulate any risk of injury associated 
with a consumer product if such risk 
could be eliminated or reduced to a suffi¬ 
cient extent by actions taken under the 
Occupational Safety and Health Act of 
1970. Under that Act. OSHA has Issued 
regulations which specify the airborne 
concentrations of asbestos fibers to w hich 
any employee may be exposed (29 CFR 
1910.93a). However, OSHA regulations 
apply only to workplaces and not to 
places where consumers would use the 
products themselves. Therefore, the 
Commission considers that actions to 
regulate this product which can be taken 
under the Occupational Safety and 
Health Act of 1970, cannot reduce or 
eliminate to a sufficient extent the un¬ 
reasonable risk ot injury to consumers 
that is associated with the product. Ac¬ 
cordingly, the Commission regulates 
this product under the CPSA. 

3. Type of patching compound covered 
by the ban. A manufacturer of caulking, 
sealing, glazing, adhesive and coating 
products believes the reputation of his 
product could be adversely affected by 
the ban. Although the Commission has 
stated that the banned product presents 
a hazard because it is mixed, sanded and 
moved about during cleanup operations, 
the commenter believes that the defini¬ 
tion of the banned product should spe¬ 
cifically exclude the above-listed prod¬ 
ucts because they are designed to remain 
flexible and are. therefore, not gener¬ 
ally sanded. Therefore, the commenter 
requests that the definition be amended 
to cover only those compounds, “which 
after drying are required to be or are 
normally sanded to a smooth finish.” 

In response to this comment, the Com¬ 
mission notes that the patching com¬ 
pounds subject to the ban are those that 
contain asbestos which can be inhaled 
as a result of mixing, sanding and clean¬ 
up operations. Therefore, patching ma¬ 
terials such as those listed by the com¬ 
menter which are not sanded after 
application because they are intended to 
remain flexible, would be exempt if they 
are not available in dry, ready-to-mix 
form. The Commission believes it is 
clear that only consumer patching com¬ 
pounds containing asbestos which can 
be inhaled when the product is in dry 
form or being sanded are subject to the 
ban and therefore declines in this case 


to amend the definition of patching 
compound at 5 1304.3(d). 

4. Asbestos terminology for both prod¬ 
ucts. (a) In discussing the proposed defi¬ 
nition of “asbestos.” a writer from a 
chemical research and development cen¬ 
ter states that “silica” is a chemical com¬ 
pound and as a compound is not a com¬ 
ponent of asbestos. He suggests that the 
word “silicon” be used to denote that 
it is a single element which is present 
in asbestos. 

The Commission concurs that the 
term “silica” should not be used, but ra¬ 
ther it should be “silicates,” since asbes¬ 
tos is a generic term used to describe a 
number of naturally-occurring hydrated 
mineral silicates. Therefore, the word 
“silica” is deleted from the definition of 
asbestos in 55 1304.3(b) and 1305.3(b) 
below and the term “hydrated silicates” 
is substituted therefor. 

(b) A public interest group takes is¬ 
sue with the definition of asbestos used 
in the proposal and urges the Commis¬ 
sion to adopt a definition of asbestos 
proposed by OSHA in 1975. The defini¬ 
tion of asbestos used in the Commission 
proposal is based on the definition used 
by the Bureau of Mines (56). The com¬ 
menter believes that the OSHA proposed 
definition could help resolve disputes 
over the presence or absence of asbestos 
in consumer products. 

As the commenter pointed out. several 
federal agencies with responsibilities for 
regulating asbestos (EPA, FDA, OSHA. 
CPSC) are working toward a uniform 
definition of asbestos. At a recent work¬ 
shop. July 18-20, 1977, at the National 
Bureau of Standards on asbestos defini¬ 
tion and Identification problems, it was 
agreed that there should be a uniform 
definition of asbestos which would be 
mlneralogically correct as well as reflect 
health concerns. However, there was 
clearly a lack of agreement on a defini¬ 
tion and an interagency agreement on a 
definition has not yet been reached. 

The definition which the commenter 
urges the Commission to adopt was pro¬ 
posed by OSHA on October 19, 1975; it 
has not yet been finalized and is subject 
to change. The OSHA proposed defini¬ 
tion reflects OSHA's concern for the 
health aspects of asbestos and is based 
on experimental findings associated with 
fiber morphology (size and shape). The 
Bureau of Mines also seeks to encourage 
uniform definition. Their definition 
which was used by the Commission is 
based on mineralogical composition. This 
has been adopted in final form by that 
agency. 

The Commission has reviewed much of 
the available data on the characteristics 
of asbestifonn mineral fibers and their 
nonasbestos counterparts. From these 
data, it would appear that use of the 
proposed OSHA definition could also In¬ 
clude nonflbrous cleavage fragments and 
other particulate substances, as well as 
other mineral fibers within the proposed 
dimension range that are not asbestos 
fibers. While the Commission Is inter¬ 
ested in arriving at an unambiguous uni¬ 
form definition of asbestos, there is not 
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yet enough evidence to base a definition 
of "asbestos” on fiber morphology. There¬ 
fore, the Commission believes the pro¬ 
posed definition should not be changed 
in the final rule. As circumstances war¬ 
rant, the definition could be amended at 
a later date. 

5. Asbestos contamination in patching 
compounds . Several manufacturers ex¬ 
pressed concern that all patching com¬ 
pounds would be subject to the ban rath¬ 
er than only those compounds to which 
asbestos has been intentionally added. 
They point out that asbestos is ubiqui¬ 
tous in the environment and that traces 
of asbestos may be present as a contam¬ 
inant in other minerals that are mined 
in areas of serpentine rock. One com- 
menter suggests that the Commission 
consider permitting patching compounds 
which contain such naturally occurring 
contaminants. Other commenters sug¬ 
gest that a percentage of asbestos con¬ 
tamination by weight be permitted. The 
lowest percentage suggested by one com- 
menter is 1 percent because the En¬ 
vironmental Protection Agency (EPA) 
permits the presence of 1 percent asbes¬ 
tos by weight in spray-on asbestos in¬ 
sulation and fire proofing. 

As noted in the proposal, the Commis¬ 
sion is aware that asbestos is present in 
the environment. Further, the Commis¬ 
sion does not wish to ban all consumer 
patching compounds in which traces of 
asbestos are present as a contaminant 
rather than as an intentionally added 
substance. 

The suggestion that the Commission 
permit contamination of 1 percent by 
weight, however, appears to be inappro¬ 
priate for consumer patching compounds 
because consumers would not be suffi¬ 
ciently protected. One percent by weight 
could mean a substantial number of 
small lightweight asbestos fibers, thus 
presenting a significant exposure to con¬ 
sumers of respirable free-form asbestos. 
Therefore, the Commission declines at 
tliis* time to adopt a percentage by 
weight to define permissible contamina¬ 
tion. 

Industry experts do not agree as to the 
amount of asbestos that might be pres¬ 
ent in products without deliberately 
added asbestos. Nor is there agreement 
on the reliability of the techniques used 
to measure low levels (below 1 percent) 
of asbestos by weight. The Commission 
believes, however, that the use of ap¬ 
propriate quality control measures and 
careful selection of raw materials can 
serve to minimize contamination from 
unintentionally added asbestos (see the 
Commission’s economic impact state¬ 
ment on file at the Office of the Secre¬ 
tary). in order to emphasize that only 
patching compounds with clearly un¬ 
avoidable traces of asbestos contamina¬ 
tion will be permitted, the Commission 
defines “intentionally-added asbestos” 
at § 1304.3(f) of the rule below to mean 
asbestos which is 

(1) added deliberately a & an Ingredient in¬ 
tended to impart specific characteristics; or 
(2) contained in the final product as a result 
ol knowingly using a raw material contaln- 
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ing asbestos. Whenever a manufacturer finds 
out that the finished product contains as¬ 
bestos, the manufacturer will be considered 
as knowingly using a raw material contain¬ 
ing asbestos unless the manufacturer takes 
steps to reduce the asbestos to the maximum 
extent feasible. 

Therefore, the ban applies only to 
consumer patching compounds contain¬ 
ing intentionally-added respirable free¬ 
form asbestos and will not apply to 
products having unavoidable trace 
amounts. 

6. Artificial emberizing materials — 
exemption from ban. A manufacturer of 
electric artificial logs and electric fire¬ 
places states that although the Commis¬ 
sion proposed to ban only artificial em¬ 
berizing materials containing respirable, 
free-form asbestos, references In the 
media to artificial logs and artificial fire¬ 
places reflect adversely on his business. 
He asks, therefore, that his products, 
which use an artificial ash bed of vermic- 
ulite, be exempted from the ban. 

As the com men ter noted, the Commis¬ 
sion ban applies only to emberizing ma¬ 
terials containing respirable free-form 
asbestos and not to any artificial logs or 
artificial fireplaces with which they may 
be used. Since the banned product is 
used with artificial logs, it is understand¬ 
able that questions are raised as to dif¬ 
ferent kinds of artificial logs. The Com¬ 
mission does not believe it would be ap¬ 
propriate to exempt from the ban all 
electric logs coated with unidentified 
substances, or all artificial ash used In 
electric fireplaces, since some of these 
articles could include the banned prod¬ 
uct. However, in order to clarify the mat¬ 
ter for consumers as well as producers, 
the Commission adds a statement to 
$ 1305.3(d), the definition of emberizing 
materials, which reads, “electric artifi¬ 
cial logs and artificial ash beds used in 
electric fireplaces which do not contain 
respirable free-form asbestos are not in¬ 
cluded in this definition.” 

B. Effective date . Six commenters dis¬ 
cussed the proposed effective date of the 
ban of consumer patching compounds 
which was 30 days after publication of 
the final rule. Five manufacturers sug¬ 
gested a date later than 30 days after 
publication. A public Interest group sug¬ 
gested that the effective date be the date 
of publication of the final rule. 

(1) One commenter suggested that the 
Commission consider a series of effective 
dates for the ban on consumer patching 
compounds: 30 days for manufacturers, 
90 for distributors and 180 days for re¬ 
tailers in order to clear inventories. 
Several commenters believe that a 30- 
day effective date might prove burden¬ 
some to small manufacturers because of 
the inventory problem. 

The matter of inventories was con¬ 
sidered in the July 29, 1977 proposal to 
ban and further discussed at the public 
meeting of August 15, 1977. The concern 
of those involved to clear their existing 
inventories of consumer patching com¬ 
pounds containing respirable free-form 
asbestos was considered. Information 
available to the Commission indicates 
that manufacturers are now main tain- 
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ing a relatively small inventory. Dis¬ 
tributors report that they maintain a 
small inventory compared to their sales. 
Retailers have a much slower-moving 
inventory (51). 

The Commission considered the pos¬ 
sible adverse economic impact of a 30- 
day effective date on inventories of man¬ 
ufacturers, distributors and retailers. 
The Commission also considered the pos¬ 
sible adverse effects of exposing con¬ 
sumers to inhalabie asbestos by permit¬ 
ting the manufacture, distribution and 
sale to consumers of patching com¬ 
pounds until 180 days after publication 
of a ban. It appears to the Commission 
that early discontinuance of the manu¬ 
facture of this product would be neces¬ 
sary in order to stop its continuing pro¬ 
liferation in the market. On the other 
hand, substantial adverse economic im¬ 
pacts could result from the freezing of 
distributors* and retailers* inventories at 
an early effective date. The Commission 
concludes therefore that the ban should 
become effective at two different points 
in time. For manufacturers, the effec¬ 
tive date should be close to publication 
of the rule in order to stop the con¬ 
tinuing manufacture of the product. For 
distributors and retailers, the effective 
date should be delayed to help amelio¬ 
rate adverse economic impacts. 

Therefore, the Commission declares 
below at g 1304.4 that consumer patch¬ 
ing compounds containing respirable 
free-form asbestos which have been 
manufactured or initially introduced 
into commerce 30 or more days after 
publication of this rule are banned 
hazardous products. This means that a 
banned hazardous product, having been 
manufactured or initially introduced 
into commerce, retains its status as a 
banned hazardous product; thus, its 
subsequent sale, offering for sale, or dis¬ 
tribution in commerce, is prohibited by 
any person in the chain of distribution. 
In addition, the Commission declares 
that all other consumer patching com¬ 
pounds containing respirable free-form 
asbestos, no matter when manufactured 
or initially introduced Into commerce, 
are banned hazardous products 180 or 
more days after publication of this rule. 
(As stated below in g 1304.4(g) of the 
rule, initial introduction into commerce 
of this product occurs when the product 
is physically shipped from a manufac¬ 
turer's facility to a distributor, retailer, 
consumer or to another person for appli¬ 
cation in a consumer environment.) 

In summary, 30 days after publication 
of this rule, manufacturers will be pro¬ 
hibited from manufacturing or shipping 
the product to distributors, retailers, 
consumers, or to others for application 
in consumer environments. Further, 180 
days after publication of this rule, dis¬ 
tributors and retailers will be prohibited 
from selling, offering for sale, or distrib¬ 
uting any of the described products, no 
matter when manufactured or initially 
introduced Into commerce, to distribu¬ 
tors, retailers, consumers or to others for 
application in consumer environments. 

(2) The public interest group recom¬ 
mends that the effective date of the ban 
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on consumer patching compounds con¬ 
taining respirable free-form asbestos be 
the date of publication of the final rule, 
as it is for artificial emberizing materi¬ 
als. 

The Commission proposed that the ef¬ 
fective date of the ban on artificial em¬ 
berizing materials be the date of publica¬ 
tion although the Administrative Proce¬ 
dure Act (5 UJ3.C. 553) which governs 
publication of consumer product safety 
rules, provides that a rule should be pub¬ 
lished 30 days before its effective date 
unless the Commission finds good cause 
to provide otherwise. Unlike patching 
compounds, where exposure to asbestos 
fibers is most prevalent during mixing, 
sanding and cleanup operations, al¬ 
though the fibers may remain suspended 
for a considerable duration of time, as¬ 
bestos fibers in emberizing materials can 
be respired as long as such materials are 
in the home because they are alway in 
dry form and ready to be moved about 
by ordinary household air currents. It 
appeared to the Commission, therefore, 
that these emberizing materials should 
be removed from commerce as quickly as 
possible and that there is good cause to 
have the ban effective on the date of pub¬ 
lication. To assist persons who already 
had such materials in their homes, the 
Commission, on July 21, 1977, issued a 
press release on the impending ban which 
included a Consumer Alert advising con¬ 
sumers of the dangers associated with 
these emberizing materials and issuing 
instructions for their safe removal. 

Economic advice to the Commission 
indicates, in addition, that no significant 
adverse economic impacts are anticipat¬ 
ed as a result of the immediate effective 
date for emberizing materials (51). As is 
Indicated in the foregoing discussion, the 
economic impact of a 30-day and even 
a 180-day effective date for patching 
compounds would be significant and 
therefore it appears that the economic 
Impact of an immediate effective date 
would be more significant. Since no new 
information has been presented to show 
that an earlier effective date should be 
promulgated, the Commission declines 
the suggestion of the public interest 
group. Therefore, the effective date of the 
regulation on consumer patching com¬ 
pounds containing respirable free-form 
asbestos is 30 days after publication of 
this rule as to manufacture and initial 
introduction into commerce and 180 
days after publication as to all other 
units of the defined product no matter 
when manufactured or Initially intro¬ 
duced in commerce. 

C. Product risks and risk assessment. 
Several commenters discussed the Com¬ 
mission's risk assessment for patching 
compounds and questioned other aspects 
of the hazard. 

(1) A manufacturer suggests that use 
by the general public or by asbestos 
workers is not hazardous and that the 
greatest hazard is to a worker during 
sanding operations if he also smokes. 

The Commission notes that while data 
from an epidemiological study of asbes¬ 
tos insulation workers indicated there 
was an increased risk of death from lung 
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cancer among smokers, it also indicated 
there was also an increased risk of death 
from other asbestos-related diseases, in¬ 
cluding as best os is, among nonsmokers 
(17). Data also suggest that the high risk 
of mesotheliomas (cancers of the pleura 
and peritoneum) from asbestos exposure 
appears to be unrelated to smoking (18, 
6 ). 

(2) A distributor of fireplaces and fire¬ 
place equipment doubts there is a hazard 
associated with emberizing materials be¬ 
cause the fibers used in emberizing ma¬ 
terials are relatively large and fibers 
which would become airborne would be 
pulled up the fireplace flue. 

While it is true that the large asbestos 
fiber bundles pose little risk of inhalation, 
the fiber bundles release individual fibers 
which in turn, can break log!tudinally 
into microscopic fibrils (57). Fibers could 
become airborne under noralal use, in¬ 
stallation, and handling conditions, as 
well as from room drafts. Once the fibers 
become airborne, they can remain sus¬ 
pended over long periods of time, eventu¬ 
ally settling out on items of furniture, 
draperies, etc., only to become airborne 
and available for respiration with use of 
these items. As long as the free-form as¬ 
bestos emberizing material remains loose 
on the fireplace floor, there is a possibil¬ 
ity that it could become airborne and 
thus respired. 

(3) A manufacturer states that since 
Commission data are based on occupa¬ 
tional statistics, it is difficult to document 
the Commission’s view, in the proposal 
that, “for many people the major ex¬ 
posure to inhalable asbestos is in the 
home.” 

While it is true that much of the Com¬ 
mission data on asbestos-related disease 
are based on occupational statistics, a 
risk assessment was made of consumer 
exposure to respirable asbestos in patch¬ 
ing compounds during mixing, sanding 
and cleanup operations which estimated 
the increased risk of lung cancer from 
such exposure in the home. A report of 
asbestos in consumer patching com¬ 
pounds indicated that significant levels 
of respirable free-form asbestos fibers 
were detected in rooms adjacent to that 
where the actual patching and sanding 
operations had occurred so that other 
household members could be exposed as 
well as the individual performing the 
patching job (36). In many areas of the 
country (nonurban), there appears to be 
a relatively low background level of as¬ 
bestos (52). Therefore, exposure in the 
home to asbestos fibers released from 
consumer products could represent the 
major exposure. As noted in the proposal. 
Dr. Paul Kotin, Johns-Manville, stated 
in a presentation before the Commission, 
June 9, 1977, that young children are 
particularly vulnerable to exposure to 
carcinogens and clearly their major ex¬ 
posure to inhalable asbestos would be in 
the home. The Commission therefore 
feels It is essential to minimize, to the 
extent possible, exposure to respirable 
asbestos. 

(4) A co mm enter questions Commis¬ 
sion reliance on OSHA’s proposed 
amendment of October 9. 1975 to occu¬ 


pational exposure to asbestos as the basis 
for the Commission proposal. Hie com¬ 
mented believes that portions of the 
OSHA review of October 1075 are scien¬ 
tifically inaccurate. 

The Commission notes that most of the 
information on hazards associated with 
inhalation of asbestos is based on occu¬ 
pational exposure. It can be said that the 
body of scientific literature in the OSHA 
proposal has already been subjected to 
public scrutiny. During preparation of 
the Commission proposal, Commission 
staff conferred with OSHA. As a result, 
the Commission proposal deleted refer¬ 
ences to studies which OSHA termed to 
be of questionable validity. 

As pointed out in the Commission pro¬ 
posal, there had been only one report of 
consumer exposure to asbestos in the 
scientific literature prior to the proposal 
Based on the data from that study, a 
Commission assessment was made of the 
potential increased risk of respiratory 
cancer associated with use of consumer 
patching compounds containing asbestos 
fibers. 

The Commission also based its pro¬ 
posal on direct and indirect evidence of 
asbestos inhalation in non-occupation- 
ally exposed individuals, including re¬ 
ports from autopsy findings of asbestos 
fibers in lung tissues and from epidemio¬ 
logical studies. - 

(5) In assessing the degree and nature 
of the risk of Injury to consumers from 
patching compounds, the Commission 
reviewed experimental data and human 
experience information. In addition, on 
the basis of data by Rohl on exposure to 
asbestos during the use of consumer 
patching compounds (36), the Commis¬ 
sion’s Health Sciences staff calculated an 
assesment of the risk which was de¬ 
scribed in the proposal. The calculations 
were based on the application of a theo¬ 
retical model similar to that described 
by Entcriine and Henderson (11). Sev¬ 
eral highly technical comments were re¬ 
ceived in response to the risk assessment 
The significant issues raised in these 
comments are discussed below. 

(a) Two commenters questioned the 
assumption in the risk assessment that 
exposure to asbestos is cumulative over 
the lifetime of a person, and whether 
intermittent exposure over several drears 
has the same effect as if the same ex¬ 
posure had taken place in a single year 
In reviewing the literature on asbestos 
exposure, the Commission finds that as¬ 
bestos fibers are unlike many chemicals 
and other materials which the body may 
metabolize and excrete. Body clearance 
of asbestos fibers is much less effective. 
They have been found not only to re¬ 
main in the body but to accumulate (55). 
Since the data tend to show that inter¬ 
mittent exposure can lead to cumulative 
buildup of asbestos fibers, it appears to 
the Commission that intermittent ex¬ 
posure over several years could have the 
same hazardous effect as if the total 
intermittent exposure had taken place 
within one year. 

(b) Two commenters indicated that 
the hazard from applying patching com¬ 
pounds could differ in different circum- 
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stances. They indicate that persons of 
differing skills may release different 
amounts of inhalable asbestos into the 
air. Although these differences occur, a 
consumer would likely release more as¬ 
bestos into the air because he or she may 
be less skilled in the process than a pro¬ 
fessional applicator. The Commission 
recognizes as these commenters point out 
that some products have a smaller per¬ 
centage of asbestos than those which 
were used for exposure data in the Com¬ 
mission risk assessment. For example, 
one commenter submitted asbestos ex¬ 
posure data from a study he conducted 
using a compound that contained a 
smaller amount of asbestos. Based on 
this commenter’s exposure data, another 
risk assessment was conducted. The re¬ 
sults suggest that use of a patching com¬ 
pound containing less asbestos may re¬ 
duce but does not eliminate an excess of 
deaths due to exposure to asbestos in 
patching compounds. The range is from 
1 death per million persons exposed for 
the projected five years exposure using 
one model and up to 226 lifetime excess 
cancer respiratory deaths per million 
persons exposed during another model 
(53). It should be noted here that while 
asbestos levels may vary, they do not 
change the fact that there is no known 
level below which inhalable asbestos may 
be considered safe. 

(c) Another commenter says that us¬ 
ing a premixed compound reduces the 
consumer’s exposure to asbestos. The 
commenter also thought that the Com¬ 
mission’s estimate of consumer exposure 
was too high. The Commission’s risk as¬ 
sessment analysis did take into consid¬ 
eration the exposure during the mixing 
of a patching compound. While expo¬ 
sure to asbestos fibers would be negligible 
during slight stirring of a premixed 
compound, the exposure during the 
sanding and cleaning operations in¬ 
volved would be the same as for the dry 
compound. Consequently, the risk as¬ 
sessment values would not be signifi¬ 
cantly reduced. As for the four-day, 
eight-hour exposure being too high an 
estimate, no data were submitted to sub¬ 
stantiate that contention. As stated in 
the proposal, therefore, it appears to the 
Commission that although the exposure 
may be high, it is a reasonably foresee¬ 
able exposure. 

D. Substitutes for asbestos. The July 
29, 1977 proposal notes that substitutes 
for asbestos are already being used in 
patching compounds. One of the most 
common substitutes is attapulgite. a fi¬ 
brous clay. Other substitutes of a fibrous 
nature are wollastonite, kaolinite, sepio- 
lite and bentonite. Several comments ex¬ 
press concern that materials used as sub¬ 
stitutes for asbestos may also pose haz¬ 
ards. 

The Commission shares this concern. 
Substitutes for asbestos have been under 
consideration for only a short time. Little 
data are available on which to evaluate 
the safety of substitute materials. Ex¬ 
perimental findings of Stanton (58) indi¬ 
cate that many mineral fibers (in addi- 
lon to asbestos) of small respirable di- 
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mentions are biologically active under 
experimental conditions. 

According to correspondence dated 
July 26. 1977 from Dr. Paul Kotin of the 
Johns-Manville Co. with environmental 
consultant Barry Castleman, a Johns- 
Manville study is under way to assess the 
potential inhalation hazard of certain 
naturaUy-occurring or man-made min¬ 
eral fibers such as ceramic fibers. Ce¬ 
ramic fibers are a potential substitute for 
artificial emberizing materials. 

Human exposure data to substitutes 
are extremely limited. Occupational ex¬ 
posure data to certain clay mineral fibers 
which are proposed asbestos substitutes 
are scheduled to be presented at a Sym¬ 
posium on Occupational Exposure to Fi¬ 
brous and Particulate Dust and their Ex¬ 
tension into the Environment, in Decem¬ 
ber 1977. These data are expected to in¬ 
dicate the extent of exposure, rather 
than human experience findings on re¬ 
sults of such exposure. Data on the re¬ 
sults of human exposure to asbestos sub¬ 
stitutes will not, in all likelihood, be 
available in the near future. 

(1) A commenter suggests that substi¬ 
tutes, since they would be fibrous, would 
present a risk. 

In assessing asbestos substitutes, data 
available to the Commission indicates 
that a number of substances may be used 
which are not fibrous such as calcium 
carbonite, clay, resins and mica. For the 
fibrous clay minerals which may be used 
as asbestos substitutes such as wollasto- 
nite, kaolinite. sepiolite and bentonite, 
the Commission is aware that there is a 
lack of conclusive data on the hazard 
potential associated with these minerals. 
Additional study is needed to evaluate 
the risk of inhalation exposure to such 
small mineral fibers. Nevertheless, the 
Commission believes that the known risk 
from inhalable asbestos requires the 
banning of these products at this time. 

(2) A comment questions a statement 
in the proposal that fibrous glass could 
be considered a substitute for chrysotile 
in emberizing materials. 

The Commission concurs with this 
comment; it is currently unaware of any 
manufacturers or distributors who use or 
know of the use of fibrous glass for this 
purpose. In addition, from a technical 
viewpoint, glass fibers are not similar in 
size and shape to chrysotile. Unlike the 
rod-like glass fibers, chrysotile tends to 
be curved, or be of curly fibers or fiber 
bundles, comprised of extremely small- 
diamatered fibrils. However, glass fibers 
are similar—at least in shape—to some 
of the amphibole asbestos minerals. The 
diameter of most fibrous glass Is report¬ 
edly greater than 3-5 microns and con¬ 
sidered too large to be respirable. How¬ 
ever. glass fibers are not of uniform di¬ 
mensions and a small percentage may be 
of respirable size. Additional study is 
needed to assess the pathologic effects of 
inhaled fibers, including fibrous glass. 

E. Economiq considerations. Six com¬ 
menters expressed concern that the ban 
would have an adverse economic impact 
on the industry. Five of the six are man¬ 
ufacturers who commented on patching 
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compounds. The sixth is a distributor of 
gas fireplace logs. 

One patching compound manufacturer 
claimed that some firms in that indus¬ 
try will go out of business should the 
ban be promulgated. As noted below, 
our studies indicate that some small 
producers may not have the technical 
capability to reformulate their products 
satisfactorily or may be unable to obtain 
necessary raw materials by the effective 
date of the ban. Thus, some may cease 
production temporarily, until such re¬ 
formulation is achieved. Some of the 
large manufacturers have indicated a 
willingness to license their asbestos-free 
formulations (or parts of them) to small¬ 
er firms. 

Two commenters discussed potential 
cost effects of the ban on patching 
compounds other than those relating to 
the product itself. One patching com¬ 
pound producer estimated at 60 percent 
the increased “workload” associated 
with the professional application of non¬ 
asbestos formulations because of differ¬ 
ent performance characteristics. The 
Commission has investigated the poten¬ 
tial increase in direct labor costs as¬ 
sociated with existing asbestos and non¬ 
asbestos formulations; it estimates an 
initial 10 to 25 percent average increase 
as a result of switching from the former 
to the latter. Other costs may accrue to 
professional users of the product should 
different application tools be needed or 
should some jobs have to be redone to 
the relatively poor shrink- and crack- 
resistance of some non-asbestos formu¬ 
lations. These increased costs are ex¬ 
pected to diminish over time a formula¬ 
tions improve and as applicators become 
more accustomed to using non-asbestos 
formulations. 

One company which may be adversely 
affected by the proposed ban reports 
that attapulgite, one of the prime sub¬ 
stitutes for asbestos in patching com¬ 
pounds, is in “limited supply” and that 
some small manufacturers may have 
difficulty in obtaining that material. 
Other industry sources have reported 
this same problem. The larger patching 
compound producers, who already have 
asbestos-free formulations on the mar¬ 
ket, are not expected to have as 
much difficulty in obtaining substitute 
materials. 

Two manufacturers discussed the ban's 
potential adverse effect on the utility of 
the product. One expressed a belief that 
non-asbestos formulations are inferior in 
performance to asbestos formulations. 
Another reinforced that belief, reporting 
that the absence of asbestos formula¬ 
tions may prompt workmen to add their 
own asbestos to the product to help pre¬ 
vent cracking when wall joints are cov¬ 
ered. However, the addition of asbestos 
would be tantamount to manufacture of 
the banned product and would thus be 
prohibited. It appears that at least some 
existing non-asbestos formulations may 
be less desirable, from a performance 
standpoint, to professional contractors; 
most consumer applicators are not ex- 
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pec ted to perceive a significant difference 
in the product’s performance. 

As is indicated in the proposal, the 
Commission is aware that economic im¬ 
pacts of varying degrees will occur as 
a result of the ban on inhalable asbestos 
containing patching compounds and 
emberizing materials containing res¬ 
pirable free-form asbestos. Also, the 
Commission is aware that technology 
for producing asbestos-free patching- 
compound formulations is becoming 
more generally available. The economic 
Impact will tend to be reduced over time 
as non-asbestos formulation technology 
becomes more widespread and as exist¬ 
ing recent formulations are improved by 
manufacturers. The nature and extent 
of the effects on the industries are dis¬ 
cussed in the Environmental and 
Economic Assessments now on file in the 
Office of the Secretary and were con¬ 
sidered by the Commission during this 
rulemaking process. 

P. Other comments. (1) Several com- 
menters suggested that the Commission 
should investigate other products con¬ 
taining asbestos in order to determine 
the existence of possible hazards. 

In the proposal, the Commission noted 
that information on other products con¬ 
taining inhalable asbestos would con¬ 
tinue to be developed in order to deter¬ 
mine whether further regulation is nec¬ 
essary. Accordingly, the staff has begun 
to develop plans for collecting such in¬ 
formation. 

(2) One commenter suggested that 
the Commission issue a rule that would 
prohibit stockpiling of the banned prod¬ 
ucts. 

Section 9(d) (2) of the CPSA provides 
that the Commission may, by notice and 
comment rulemaking, prohibit a manu¬ 
facturer from stockpiling a product for 
which a consumer product safety rule 
has been promulgated. In this case, the 
ban on consumer patching compounds 
covers the manufacture and initial in¬ 
troduction of products into commerce 30 
days after promulgation; the ban on 
artificial emberizing materials covers 
products in commerce on the date of 
promulgation. Therefore, in practical ef¬ 
fect, there would not be time for manu¬ 
facturers to stockpile; nor would there 
be time prior to these effective dates for 
notice and comment rulemaking. 

(3) A commenter expressed concern 
that the banned products be kept out 
of international commerce. 

The Commission notes that this com¬ 
ment is directed not to the proposed rule 
but to its enforcement. If this matter 
should become a problem it would be 
considered in the context of enforce¬ 
ment. 

(4) Several comments suggested edi¬ 
torial changes in the proposal. These 
suggestions were considered and, where 
appropriate, have been included herein. 

Description of the Ban 

The banned products. Parts 1304 and 
1306 declare, respectively, that consumer 
patching compounds and artificial em¬ 
berizing materials (embers and ash) 


containing respirable free-form asbestos 
are banned hazardous products under 
section 8 of the Consumer Product 
Safety Act. 

Scope and application. The rules apply 
to the named consumer products that 
are customarily produced or distributed 
for sale to or for the personal use, con¬ 
sumption or enjoyment of consumers in 
or around a household or residence, a 
school, in recreation or otherwise. In ad¬ 
dition to' those products which can be 
sold directly to consumers, the ban ap* 1 
plies to the named consumer products 
which are used and enjoyed by consum¬ 
ers, such as those used in residences, 
schools, hospitals, public buildings or 
other areas where consumers have cus¬ 
tomary access, whether the patching 
compounds are applied professionally or 
by consumers. Only consumer products 
are subject to this regulation. 
Patching compounds which are con¬ 
sumer products include those which a 
consumer can purchase. Merely label¬ 
ing a patching compound for industrial 
use would not exclude such articles from 
the ban. If the sale or use of the 
product to consumers is facilitated, 
it is subject to the ban. Patching 
compounds which are labeled as, mar¬ 
keted, and sold solely for industrial use 
in non-consumer environments are not 
subject to the ban. The ban applies to 
patching compounds containing inten¬ 
tionally-added respirable free-form as¬ 
bestos sold directly to consumers and to 
those which are used in residences, 
schools, hospitals, public buildings or 
other areas where consumers have cus¬ 
tomary access. 

Effective dates. (1) The rule at Part 
1304 below applies to consumer patching 
compounds containing respirable free¬ 
form asbestos that are manufactured or 
initially introduced into commerce on 
January 16, 1978, or after that date. For 
all other consumer patching compounds 
containing respirable free-form asbestos, 
no matter when manufactured or ini¬ 
tially introduced into commerce the rule 
at Part 1304 applies on June 12, 1978, 
and after that date. This means that 
30 days after publication of this rule, 
manufacturers are prohibited from man¬ 
ufacturing or shipping the product to 
distributors, retailers, consumers or to 
others for application in consumer envi¬ 
ronments. Further, 180 days after publi¬ 
cation of this rule, distributors and re¬ 
tailers will be prohibited from selling, of¬ 
fering for sale or distributing in com¬ 
merce the described products, no matter 
when manufactured or initially intro¬ 
duced into commerce, to distributors, re¬ 
tailers, and users. 

(2) The rule at Part 1305 below applies 
to artifiical ember is in g materials (embers 
and ash) containing respirable free-form 
asbestos that are in commerce on De¬ 
cember 15, 1977, or after that date. This 
prohibition applies to products in inven¬ 
tory as well as to those manufactured 
on or after the effective date. 

The Administrative Procedure Act (5 
U.S.C. 553) which governs the matter of 
effective date for banning rules under the 


CPSA, provides that a rule should be 
published 30 days before its effective date 
unless the Commission provides other¬ 
wise for good cause found and published 
with the rule. 

As described in the discussion above 
on effective date, the Commission is con¬ 
cerned that ordinary household air cur¬ 
rents in homes that contain artificial 
emberizing materials, can cause continu¬ 
ing exposure of consumers to the respira¬ 
ble free-form asbestos in artificial em¬ 
bers and ash. It appears to the Commis¬ 
sion, therefore, that these products 
should be removed from commerce as ex¬ 
peditiously as possible in order to avoid 
having additional numbers of consumers 
unwittingly purchase these materials. 
The Commission finds there is good cause 
to issue the rule on artificial emberizing 
materials effective on the date of pub¬ 
lication. 

Findings 

1. CPSA Section 8 . Section 8 (1) and 
(2) of the CPSA require that, before is¬ 
suing a consumer product safety rule 
declaring a product to be a banned haz¬ 
ardous product, the Commission must 
find (1) that the product presents an 
unreasonable risk of injury and (2) that 
no feasible safety standard can ade¬ 
quately protect the public from the un¬ 
reasonable risk of injury associated with 
the product. 

(a) Unreasonable risk of injury. The 
regulations are intended to reduce or 
eliminate the unreasonable risk of injury 
to the public from cancers such as lung 
cancer and mesothelioma. The risk is 
associated with asbestos fibers which 
are not tightly bound into or encapsu¬ 
lated in the composition of a product. 
The health risk occurs when asbestos 
fibers become airborne such as by mix¬ 
ing, sanding, or cleanup operations when 
using patching compounds, or by the 
effect of ordinary household air currents 
on artificial emberizing materials in 
fireplaces. Tests show that certain malig¬ 
nancies are related to asbestiform min¬ 
erals; these can arise 20 or more years 
after occupational exposure. However, 
also reported are malignancies from in¬ 
direct, non-occupational exposure. In a 
recent case, the court recognized a study 
on asbestos exposure cited by the En¬ 
vironmental Protection Agency at 40 FR 
48295, showing “new biological evidence 
supporting the significance of single, 
short-term exposures • • • One-day in¬ 
halation exposures in animal experi¬ 
ments have produced an increase in the 
incidence of mesothelioma.” National 
Association of Demolition Contractors 
v. Environmental Protection Agency, Civ. 
Nos. 74-1545, 75-2078, D.C. Clr., October 
13, 1977. 

The information on which the Com¬ 
mission made the determination of un¬ 
reasonable risk consists primarily of 
data on exposure of industrial workers 
to respirable free-form asbestos. Infor¬ 
mation on exposure of the public to in¬ 
halable asbestos in individual consumer 
products is limited. However, as is evi¬ 
dent from the extensive bibliography in¬ 
cluded herein there is general scientific 
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and medical agreement that there is no 
known threshold level below which it is 
safe for people to be exposed to respi¬ 
rable free-form asbestos. 

As noted in the proposal, inhalable 
asbestos in the household from consumer 
patching compounds and artificial em- 
berizing materials presents a great risk 
due to the presence in the household of 
persons, such as children, who may be 
particularly vulnerable to carcinogens. 
Because of the long latency period, ex¬ 
posure to inhalable asbestos in the home 
can be life shortening for children. The 
Commission notes that consumers are 
exposed to asbestos from sources other 
than the banned products. However, con¬ 
sumers who are exposed to asbestos fibers 
from patching compounds and artificial 
embers and ash receive additional doses 
of asbestos and can be assumed to face 
a greater risk than persons not so ex¬ 
posed, and a greater cumulative risk than • 
if no asbestos were present in the general 
environment. 

In determining that the risk of cancers 
is unreasonable, the Commission con¬ 
cludes that the degTee and nature of the 
risk of injury and the probability that 
the risk will result in harm outweighs the 
rules' effect on the products* utility, cost 
and availability to the consumer. 

(b) No feasible safety standard. The 
Commission is not aware of a technically 
feasible procedure for removing the 
hazards of cancer from respirable free¬ 
form asbestos in the named products. 
The Commission believes that not all 
patching compounds present an unrea¬ 
sonable risk of injury to the public, only 
patching compounds containing respir¬ 
able free-form asbestos. The hazard as¬ 
sociated with this product is caused by 
the free form in which the asbestos ap¬ 
pears. A safe level of exposure to free¬ 
form asbestos is not known. Therefore, 
it does not appear that a standard for 
patching compounds containing respir¬ 
able free-form asbestos is feasible. 

The product artificial emberizing ma¬ 
terials for fireplaces, containing respira¬ 
ble free-form asbestos is used only in dry 
form. Thus individual asbestos fibers are 
never bound together. If the asbestos 
fibers were coated by another material to 
bind the fibers, it would no longer be the 
same product and would not give the de¬ 
sired decorative effect. In considering 
the dry character of the product and the 
fact that a safe level of exposure to res¬ 
pirable free-form asbestos is not known, 
it does not appear that a standard for 
artificial emberizing materials contain¬ 
ing respirable free-form asbestos is 
feasible. 

The Commission believes that no 
standard can render the defined prod¬ 
ucts non-hazardous and concludes that 
only banning these products can ade¬ 
quately protect the public from unrea¬ 
sonable risks of injury associated with 
them. 

2. CPSA Section 9(b). Section 9(b) of 
the CPSA. 15 U.S.C. 2058(b). as amended, 
requires the Commission to consider and 
take into account in the promulgation 
of a rule the special needs of elderly and 
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handicapped persons to determine the 
extent to which such persons may be 
adversely affected by such rule. The 
Commission has considered these needs 
and has determined that no adverse ef¬ 
fect on elderly or handicapped persons 
will result from this regulation. It is in 
the best interest of the entire public, in¬ 
cluding the elderly and handicapped, 
that these hazards be reduced. 

3. CPSA Section 9(c). Section 9(c) of 
the CPSA requires that prior to promul¬ 
gating a consumer product safety rule 
the Commission shall consider and shall 
make appropriate findings for inclusion 
in such a rule as to: (1) The degree and 
nature of the risk of ifijury the rule is 
designed to eliminate or reduce; (2) the 
approximate number of consumer prod¬ 
ucts, or types or classes thereof, subject 
to such rule; (3) the need of the public 
for the consumer products subject to 
such rule, and the probable effect of 
such rule upon the utility, cost, or avail¬ 
ability of such products to meet such 
need; (4) any means of achieving the 
effect of the order while minimizing ad¬ 
verse effects on competition or disruption 
or dislocation of manufacturing and 
other commercial practices consistent 
with the public health and safety; (5) 
that the rule is reasonably necessary to 
eliminate or reduce an unreasonable risk 
associated with such product; and (6) 
that the promulgation of the rule is in 
the public interest (15 U.S.C. 2058(c)). 

The findings required by Section 9(c) 
of the act have been described generally 
in the preamble and are incorporated in 
§§ 1304.5 and 13.05.5 of the rules below. 
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Conclusion 

Upon considering the published pro¬ 
posal, the oral and written responses to 
the proposal and other relevant material, 
the Commission bans consumer patching 
compounds and artificial emberizing ma¬ 
terials (embers and ash) as set forth 
below. 

Accordingly, pursuant to provisions 
of the Consumer Product Safety Act 
(sections 8 and 9. 86 Stat. 1215-17, as 
amended, 90 Stat. 506, 15 UJ3.C. 2057. 
2058), new Parts 1304 and 1305 are added 
to Title 16, Chapter n. Subchapter B. 
as follows: • • 

PART 1304—BAN OF CONSUMER PATCH¬ 
ING COMPOUNDS CONTAINING RESPI¬ 
RABLE FREEFORM ASBESTOS 

Sec. 

1304.1 Scope and application. 

1304.2 Purpose. 

1304.3 Definitions. 

1304 4 Consumer patching compounds as 
banned hazardous products. 

1304.5 Findings. 

Authority : Sections 8. 9. 86 Stat. 1215- 
1217, as amended 90 Stat. 506, 15 US.O. 2067, 
2058. 

§ 1304.1 Scope and application. 

(a) In this Part 1304 the Consumer 
Product Safety Commission declares that 
consumer patching compounds contain¬ 
ing intentionally-added respirable free¬ 
form asbestos in such a manner that the 
asbestos fibers can become airborne 
under reasonably foreseeable conditions 
of use, are banned hazardous products 
under sections 8 and 9 of the Consumer 
Product Safety Act (CPSA) (15 U.S.C. 
2057 and 2058). This ban applies to 
patching compounds which are (1) used 
to cover, seal or mask cracks, joints, holes 
and similar openings in the trim, walls, 
ceiling, etc. of building interiors, which 
after drying are sanded to a smooth 
finish and (2) are produced and dis¬ 
tributed for sale to or for the personal 
use. consumption or enjoyment of a con¬ 
sumer in or around a permanent or 
temporary household or residence, a 
school, in recreation or otherwise. 

<b) The Commission has found that 
(1) these patching compounds are being 
or will be distributed in commerce; (2) 
that they present an unreasonable risk of 
injury; and <3> that no feasible con¬ 
sumer product safety standard under the 
CPSA would adequately protect the pub¬ 
lic from the unreasonable risk of injury 
associated with these products. This rule 
applies to the banned hazardous products 
defined in section 1304.3 and described 
further in section 1304.4. 

(c) Only consumer products are sub¬ 
ject to this regulation. Patching com¬ 
pounds which are consumer products 
include those which a consumer can pur¬ 
chase. Merely labeling a patching com¬ 
pound for industrial use would not ex¬ 
clude such articles from the ban. If the 
sale or use of the product by consumers 
is facilitated, it is subject to the ban. 
Patching compounds which are labeled 
as, marketed, and sold solely for indus¬ 


trial use in non-consumer environments 
are not subject to the ban. In addition to 
those products which can be sold directly 
to consumers, the ban applies to patching 
compounds containing respirable free¬ 
form asbestos which are used in resi¬ 
dences, schools, hospitals, public build¬ 
ings or other areas where consumers 
have customary access. 

§ 1304.2 Purpose. 

The purpose of this rule is to ban con¬ 
sumer patching compounds containing 
intentionally added respirable, free-form 
asbestos. These products present an un¬ 
reasonable risk of injury due to inhala¬ 
tion of fibers which increase the risk of 
developing cancer, including lung cancer 
and mesothelioma, diseases which have 
been demonstrated to be caused by expo¬ 
sure to asbestos fibers. 

§ 1304.3 Definitions. 

(a) The definitions in section 3 of the 
Consumer Product Safety Act (15 U.S.C. 
2052) apply to this Part 1304. 

(b) 44 Asbestos** means a group of min¬ 
eral fibers composed of hydrated sili¬ 
cates, oxygen, hydrogen, and other ele¬ 
ments such as sodium, iron, magnesium, 
and calcium in diverse combinations and 
are: Amosite. chrysotile, crocldolite, 
anthophyllite asbestos, actinolite asbes¬ 
tos, and tremolite asbestos. 

(c) 44 FTee-form asbestos** is that which 
is not bound, or otherwise “locked-ln" 
to a product by resins or other bonding 
agents, or which can readily become air¬ 
borne with any reasonably foreseeable 
use. 

(d) “Patching compounds*' are mix¬ 
tures of talc, pigments, clays, casein, 
ground marble, mica or other similar 
materials and a binding material such as 
asbestos which are sold in a dry form 
ready to be mixed with water, or such 
combinations in ready-mix paste form. 

<e) “Consumer patching compounds’* 
are those that are customarily produced 
or distributed for sale to or for the per¬ 
sonal use, consumption or enjoyment of 
consumers in or around a permanent or 
temporary household or residence, a 
school, in recreation or otherwise. The 
Commission considers that patching 
compounds for application in these con¬ 
sumer environments are either distrib¬ 
uted for sale to or are for the personal 
use or enjoyment of consumers. 

(f) “Intentionally-added asbestos" is 
asbestos which is (1) added deliberately 
as an ingredient intended to impart spe¬ 
cific characteristics; or, (2) contained in 
the final product as the result of know¬ 
ingly using a raw material containing 
asbestos. Whenever a manufacturer finds 
out that the finished product contains 
asbestos, the manufacturer will be con¬ 
sidered as knowingly using a raw mate¬ 
rial containing asbestos, unless the 
manufacturer takes steps to reduce the 
asbestos to the maximum extent 
feasible. 

(g) “Initial introduction into com¬ 
merce" occurs when the manufacturer 
ships a product covered by this regula¬ 
tion from a facility of the manufacturer 
to a distributor, retailer, or user. 
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§ 130*1.4 Consumer patching compounds 
as banned hazardous products. 

On the basis that airborne asbestos 
fibers present the hazards of cancer, in¬ 
cluding lung cancer and mesothelioma 
to the public, consumer patching com¬ 
pounds containing intentionally-added, 
respirable free-form asbestos, which 
have been manufactured or initially in¬ 
troduced into commerce after January 
16,1978. are banned hazardous products. 
In addition, all other consumer patching 
compounds containing intentionally- 
added, respirable free-form asbestos, no 
matter when manufactured or initially 
introduced into commerce, are banned 
hazardous products after June 11, 1978. 

§ 1304.5 Findings. 

(a) The degree and nature of the risk 
of injury. The Commission finds that the 
risk of injury which this regulation is 
designed to eliminate or reduce is from 
cancer, including lung cancer and 
mesothelioma. In assessing the degree 
and nature of the risk of injury 
to consumers, the Commission has 
reviewed experimental data and hu¬ 
man experience information. The Com¬ 
mission noted that in the scientific 
literature, there is general agreement 
that there is no known threshold level 
below which exposure to respirable free¬ 
form asbestos would be considered safe. 
Further on the basis of such scientific 
opinion, it appears to the Commission 
that children are particularly vulnerable 
to carcinogens because of their longer 
potential lifetime and their rapid rate 
of growth. In areas of the country where 
asbestos may not be prevalent in the en¬ 
vironment, the major risk of exposure for 
children and others may occur in the 
household. In areas of the coup try where 
more asbestos fibers are present in the 
environment, the public is exposed to ad¬ 
ditional risks from the presence of as¬ 
bestos fibers in households and other 
consumer environments, the Commission 
concluded on the basis of these factors 
that consumer patching compounds con¬ 
taining respirable free-form asbestos 
present an unreasonable risk of injury to 
the public. In addition, a risk assessment 
was made. For purposes of this assess¬ 
ment. the Commission considered the use 
of patching compounds by the consumer, 
for six hours a day four times a year, to 
be a high yet reasonably foreseeable ex¬ 
posure. The increased risk of death from 
respiratory cancer induced by this ex¬ 
posure is estimated at between 10 and 
2,000 per million. For five years of ex¬ 
posure at these levels, the risk increases 
geometrically and is estimated at be¬ 
tween 1,000 and 12,000 per million. The 
lower estimate of 10 per million is closer 
to the actual risk for a one-year ex¬ 
posure. Nevertheless, in view of the seri¬ 
ousness of the injury and the cumulative 
effects of asbestos exposure, even this 
minimum figure represents an unaccept¬ 
able risk. The Commission believes that 
reducing exposure to respirable free¬ 
form asbestos in the home represents a 
substantial decrease in risk to consumers, 
since, for many people, the major ex¬ 
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posure to inhalable asbestos is in the 
home. 

(b) Products subject to the ban. Con¬ 
sumer patching compounds as defined in 
§ 1034.3 <d) t (e), (f) include such prod¬ 
ucts as drywall spackling compounds and 
tape joint compounds (commonly known 
as "Joint cement” or "tape Joint mud”). 
The Commission estimates annual ship¬ 
ments of patching compounds subject to 
the ban at approximately 30-50 million 
"units,” or individual packages, of vari¬ 
ous sizes from 0.5 to 25 pounds (dry) 
or 0.5 to 5 gallons (wet). The Commis¬ 
sion believes that about half the patch¬ 
ing compounds sold in 1977, and intended 
for sale to or use or enjoyment by con¬ 
sumers, were formulated with asbestos. 
Many others containing significant levels 
of asbestos contamination will also be 
affected by the ban. 

(c) Need of the public for the products 
and effects of the rule on their utility , 
cost and availability. Patching com¬ 
pounds, though used primarily by com¬ 
mercial construction workers, are also 
used by consumers, and are used for the 
patching and sealing of cracks and joints 
in and around the household and in 
other consumer environments either by 
consumers or professional applicators. 
The compounds are used to cover areas 
on gypsum drywall which might other¬ 
wise be aesthetically undesirable or 
which might lead to structural damage, 
energy loss or lower property value. The 
asbestos in these compounds acts as a 
structural reinforcing agent which helps 
to reduce cracking and shrinkage of the 
compound over time, and which renders 
the compound more pliable or "work¬ 
able” upon application. 

(1) Utility. The elimination of asbestos 
from these products may result in the 
increased use or new development of 
substitutes which have similar proper¬ 
ties to those of asbestos, or which impart 
similar qualities to the product. In cur¬ 
rent reformulations, asbestos is replaced 
by a combination of substances, of which 
the most common is attapulgite. a fibrous 
clay. Some non-asbestos formulations 
are reportedly not as effective as those 
containing asbestos in controlling 
shrinkage and cracking over time. The 
workability of some compounds may be 
diminished as well. This may adversely 
affect the utility derived from the prod¬ 
uct by consumers, and by professional 
contractors until such time as improved 
formulations are developed and available 
to end-users. 

(2) Cost. Asbestos-free patching com¬ 
pound formulations may require more 
time to use. This would tend to increase 
the direct labor costs of residential and 
other construction and renovation. The 
expected increase is between 10 and 25 
percent. The Commission estimates that 
the annual labor cost of drywall finishing 
in these consumer environments is on the 
order of $1 billion. The use of non¬ 
asbestos patching, compound formula¬ 
tions in all applications may increase this 
cost by $50-$125 million, assuming that 
roughly half the current labor costs (i.e., 
that portion now associated with the use 
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of asbestos formulations) are affected by 
the 10-25 percent increase. The burden 
of this cost is expected to fall directly 
on owners of existing homes who may 
engage in some renovation, and on pur¬ 
chasers of newly-renovated or newly- 
constructed homes. These increased costs 
are expected to diminish over time as 
formulations improve and as applicators 
become more accustomed to using non¬ 
asbestos formulations. The use of asbes¬ 
tos substitutes may also lead to cost in¬ 
creases in the manufacture of patching 
compounds. The Commission estimates 
this cost, which may vary widely from 
firm to firm, at an average of 5-15 per¬ 
cent. This is made up primarily of in¬ 
creased costs of raw materials and of 
formulation research and development. 
It is expected that the price of many 
patching compounds may rise as a result. 
Producers, distributors, and retailers of 
patching compounds may also have to 
incur costs associated with the disposal 
of products in inventory. The Commis¬ 
sion estimates that the wholesale value 
of manufacturers* and distributors' in¬ 
ventories at the time the ban becomes 
effective will be approximately $15 mil¬ 
lion. These costs may be reflected in the 
prices charged for asbestos-free patching 
compound formulations, and in the 
prices of other drywall and paint prod¬ 
ucts. It appears that, because of com¬ 
petitive pressure from asbestos-contain¬ 
ing compounds, producers of asbestos- 
free formulations have not yet passed 
on to purchasers thdir increased costs. 
If the increased production costs of as¬ 
bestos-free formulations can be passed 
on completely as a result of the ban, the 
total annual price effect for the year fol¬ 
lowing the issuance of the ban may be 
$10-$60 million. The magnitude of this 
effect may be reduced significantly in 
successive years following the issuance of 
the ban as producers’ development costs 
are amortized, as raw materials become 
more widely available, and as price com¬ 
petition is strengthened because of mar¬ 
ket pressure and economies of scale as¬ 
sociated with production. 

(3) Availability. The supply of asbes¬ 
tos substitutes, particularly attapulgite 
clay and relatively uncontaminated talc, 
for use in the manufacture of patching 
compounds may be insufficient to meet 
the short-run demand which is expected 
to be stimulated by the promulgation of 
the ban. Further, many small producers 
probably lack the technical capability to 
reformulate their products, and may be 
forced to cease production, at least until 
formulations of satisfactory cost and 
performance are developed. This may 
affect some professional contractors. In 
the short run, consumers may be in¬ 
directly affected by delays in drywall 
finishing and building completion. 

<d) Any means of achieving the ob¬ 
jective of the ban while minimizing ad¬ 
verse effects on competition or disruption 
or dislocation of manufacturing arid oth¬ 
er commercial practices consistent with 
the public health and safety. The ad¬ 
verse effects of the ban on patching com¬ 
pounds containing asbestos is reduced by 
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limiting the ban to intentionally added 
asbestos. Other alternatives such as 
limiting the scope of the ban only to 
products purchased and used by con¬ 
sumers or to issuing a ban with a later 
effective date, were considered by the 
Commission. However, none was found 
that would cause less disruption or dis¬ 
location of manufacturing and other 
commerical practices, consistent with 
public health and safety. 

Conclusion. The Commission finds 
that this rule, including its effective date 
is reasonably necessary to eliminate or 
reduce the unreasonable risk of injury 
from cancers such as lung cancer and 
mesothelioma that are associated with 
the banned products described herein, 
that no feasible consumer product safety 
standard under the Consumer Product 
Safety Act can adequately protect the 
public from this risk, and that promulga¬ 
tion of this rule is in the public interest. 


PART 1305—BAN OF ARTIFICIAL EMBER- 
IZING MATERIALS (ASH AND EMBERS) 
CONTAINING RESPIRABLE FREE FORM 
ASBESTOS 

Sec. 

1305.1 Scope and application. 

1305.2 Purpose. 

1305.3 Definitions. 

1305.4 Artificial fireplace ash and embers as 

banned hazardous products. 

1305.5 Findings. 

Authority: Secs. 8. 0. 30(d), Pub. L. 89- 
573. as amended. Ptlb. L. 94-284; 86 Stat. 
1215-17. as amended. 90 Stat. 606 (15 U.S.C. 
2057, 2068). 

§ 1305.1 Scope and application. 

In this Part 1305 the Consumer Prod¬ 
uct Safety Commission declares that 
artificial emberizing materials (ash and 
embers) containing respirable free-form 
asbestos generally packaged in an em¬ 
berizing kit for use in fireplaces, and 
designed for use in such a manner that 
the asbestos fibers can become airborne 
under reasonably foreseeable conditions 
of use are banned hazardous products 
under sections 8 and 9 of the Consumer 
Product Safety Act (CPSA) (15 UJS.C. 
2057 and 2058). This ban applies to arti¬ 
ficial emberizing materials available in 
separate kits or with artificial fireplace 
logs for use in fireplaces and sprinkled 
or coated by consumers on the artificial 
logs to simulate live embers and ashes 
and give a glowing appearance when 
subjected to high temperatures. Bags 
of material containing asbestos that are 
sold separately to be sprinkled on and 
under artificial logs to simulate burning 
and glowing ashes also come within the 
scope of this ban. 

§ 1305.2 Purpose. 

The purpose of this rule is to ban arti¬ 
ficial emberizing materials containing 
respirable free-form asbestos. These 
products present an unreasonable risk of 
injury due to inhalation of fibers which 
increase the risk of developing cancers 
such as lung cancer and mesothelioma. 
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diseases which have been demonstrated 
to be caused by exposure to asbestos 
fibers. 

§ 1305.3 Definition*. 

(a) The definitions in section 3 of the 
Consumer Product Safety Act (15 U.S.C. 
2052) apply to this Part 1305. 

(b) "Asbestos 0 means a group of min¬ 
eral fibers composed of hydrated silicates, 
oxygen, hydrogen and other elements 
such as sodium, iron, magnesium and cal¬ 
cium in diverse combinations and are: 
Amosite, chrysotile. crocidolite, antho- 
phyllite asbestos, actinolite asbestos, and 
tremolite asbestos. 

(c) "Free-form asbestos" is that which 
is not bound, woven, or otherwise 
"locked-in" to a product by resins or 
other bonding agents, or those from 
which fibers can readily become airborne 
with any reasonably foreseeable use. 

(d) "Emberizing materials" means an 
asbestos-containing material generally 
packed in an "emberizing" kit to be 
placed under artificial logs in gas-burn¬ 
ing fireplace systems or in artificial fire¬ 
places for decorative purposes. The prod¬ 
uct is also glued to artificial logs, either 
at a factory or by a consumer using an 
emberizing kit. (Synthetic logs manufac¬ 
tured of cellulosic products which are 
consumed by flames are not included in 
this definition. Electric artificial logs and 
artificial ash beds used in electric fire¬ 
places, which do not contain respirable 
free-form asbestos are not included in 
this definition.) 

§ 1305.4 Artificial fireplace a*h and 
embers as banned hazardous prod¬ 
ucts. 

On the basis that airborne asbestos 
fibers present the hazards of cancer such 
as lung cancer and mesothelioma to the 
public, artificial fireplace ash and embers 
containing respirable free-form asbestos 
are banned hazardous products. 

§ 1305.5 Finding*. 

(a) The degree and nature of the risk 
of injury. The Commission finds that the 
risk of injury which this regulation is 
designed to eliminate or reduce is from 
cancer, including lung cancer and meso¬ 
thelioma. Measurements are not avail¬ 
able of the amounts of asbestos in the air 
from asbestos-containing emberizing 
materials in homes. However, it appears 
that the amount of airborne asbestos in 
such homes would increase when air cur¬ 
rents in the home are created by down- 
drafts from a fireplace chimney or other 
activities that stir air in any room. Since 
emberizing materials may contain up to 
50 percent asbestos, which if not per¬ 
manently bound into artificial fireplace 
logs would be-in respirable form, the risk 
associated with emberizing materials 1s 
considerable, especially since it continues 
to exist 24 hours a day. 

(b) Products subject to the ban. Arti¬ 
ficial emberizing materials are decorative 
simulated ashes or embers, used in cer¬ 
tain gas-burning fireplace systems, which 
glow to give the appearance of real burn¬ 
ing embers. The material is sprinkled on 


or glued to gas logs, or sprinkled on fire¬ 
place floors. 

(c> Need of the public for the prod¬ 
ucts and effects of the rule on their util¬ 
ity, cost, and availability. Artificial fire¬ 
place emberizing material serves a 
strictly decorative purpose and does not 
materially affect the actual perform¬ 
ance of the fireplace gas system in terms 
of its ability to provide heat. A certain 
degree of aesthetic desirability exists, 
however, since the product "system" it¬ 
self (the gas log. ashes, and embers) is 
intended to simulate burning wooden 
logs. Gas logs may be sold with artificial 
emberizing material attached at the fac¬ 
tory (the log commonly referred to as 
being "frosted"), or with the "embers" 
in a separate kit, often mixed with simu¬ 
lated "ashes." Virtually all gas logs are 
either frosted or packaged with an em¬ 
berizing kit; however, the majority of 
gas logs produced in 1977 were packaged 
with non-asbestos-containJng emberiz¬ 
ing kits. The Commission estimates 
annual sales of artificial gas logs at ap¬ 
proximately 100,000 units. Some 25,000- 
30,000 of these would be subject to the 
ban. Approximately 100,000 gas logs 
frosted or treated by consumers with as¬ 
bestos are estimated to be in existence. 
The Commission believes that the ma¬ 
jority of gas logs are sold with ember¬ 
izing kits; this gives the consumer a 
choice as to whether or not to use the 
artificial embers and ashes. 

(1) Utility . Manufacturers of artifi¬ 
cial gas log emberizing material are cur¬ 
rently using four substitutes for asbestos 
in their products: vermlculite, rock wool, 
mica, and a synthetic fiber. None of the 
four is claimed to be as aesthetically ef* 
fective as asbestos. Thus, the utility de¬ 
rived by consumers from some gas-bum- 
ing fireplace systems may be adversely 
affected. 

(2) Cost. No effect on the overall price 
level of gas logs is anticipated as a result 
of the ban. The average price of ember¬ 
izing kits may rise somewhat; the Com¬ 
mission estimates the total price effect 
of the ban on consumers at under 
$25,000. 

(3) Availability. The Commission be¬ 
lieves that all producers of artificial em¬ 
berizing material will have eliminated 
asbestos from their products by the time 
the ban becomes effective. No significant 
Impact on the availability of asbestos 
substitutes to producers nor on the avail¬ 
ability of gas logs or emberizing kits to 
retail dealers and consumers is expected 
as a result of the ban. 

(d) Any means of achieving the objec¬ 
tive of the ban while minimizing adverse 
effects on competition or disruption or 
dislocation of manufacturing and other 
commercial practices consistent with the 
public health and safety. The Commis¬ 
sion believes that there will be minimal 
disruption to the market for artificial 
emberizing materials as a consequence 
of the ban and that no further reduction 
in adverse effects is feasible. 

Conclusion. The Commission finds that 
this rule, including its effective date, is 
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reasonably necessary to eliminate or re¬ 
duce the unreasonable risk of injury 
from cancers such as lung cancer and 
mesothelioma that are associated with 
the banned products described herein, 
that no feasible consumer product safety 
standard under the Consumer Product 
Safety Act can adequately protect the 
public from this risk, and that promul¬ 
gation of this rule is in the public in¬ 
terest. 


Effective Dates: Part 1304 becomes ef¬ 
fective January 16,1978. 

Part 1305 becomes effective December 
15.1977. 

Dated: December 12,1977. 

Sheldon D. Butts, 
Assistant Secretary , Consumer 
Product Safety Commission. 
(FR Doc.77-35746 Filed 12-12-77; 11:32 am) 
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[ 4910 - 14 ] 

Title 33—Navigation and Navigable Waters 

CHAPTER I—COAST GUARD, 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

[COD 76-206J 

PART 165— SAFETY ZONES 
Procedures for Establishing Safety Zones 
AGENCY: Coast Guard, DOT. 

ACTION: Final Rule. 

SUMMARY: This amendment revises 
the ports and waterways safety regula¬ 
tions by adding a new part authorizing 
the establishment of safety zones. Estab¬ 
lishment of safety zones by Coast Guard 
District Commanders and Captains of 
the Port (COTP) is needed to better pro¬ 
tect designated areas for safety and en¬ 
vironmental protection purposes. Au¬ 
thorizing those officials to establish 
safety zones should lead to a reduction 
of incidents which harm the environ¬ 
ment and injure people and property. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: This amendment is 
effective on January 16, 1977. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Captain George K. Greiner, Marine 
Safety Council (GCMC/81), Room 
8117, Department of Transportation, 
Nassif Building. 400 Seventh Street 
SW., Washington, D.C. 20590 202-426- 
1477. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
On March 17, 1977, the Coast Guard 
published a proposed rule (42 FR 14887) 
concerning these amendments. Inter¬ 
ested persons were given until April 29, 
1977, to submit comments. 

Drafting Information 

The principal persons involved in 
drafting this rule are: LCDR Edward H. 
Bonekemper, m. Project Manager, Office 
of Marine Environment and Systems, 
and Mr. Stephen D. Jackson, Project 
Counsel, Office of the Chief Counsel. 

Discussion of Major Comments 

Thirteen comments cm the proposed 
regulations were received by the Coast 
Guard. Four of the comm enters sup¬ 
ported the proposal while nine raised 
questions or recommended changes. 

Several comments were received about 
the possible overbroad use of the author¬ 
ity to establish safety zones. Some of 
these commenters doubted that the au¬ 
thority would be used only for safety and 
environmental purposes and only on a 
temporary and, usually, an emergency 
basis to deal with a situation beyond the 
scope of normal safety or security pro¬ 
cedures. Although the intention is gen¬ 
erally to establish safety zones on a tem¬ 
porary basis, at times it may become 
necessary to establish safety zones for 
indefinite periods due to safety or en¬ 
vironmental concerns. The establishment 
of a safety zone will normally be pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register as a no¬ 
tice. Any safety zone that has continuing 


application will be published as a final 
rule in the Federal Register and, when 
appropriate, will be codified in Subpart B 
of Part 165, Title 33, Code of Federal 
Regulations. 

The Coast Guard also has written 
guidance from the Commandant to Dis¬ 
trict Commanders and COTPs on the 
exercise of authority delegated to handle 
safety and environmental problems. 

In response to these comments about 
the authority for and possible use of 
safety zones, the phrase “designated for 
a safety or environmental purpose" has 
been inserted in the definition of “safety 
zone in 5 165.05; this section has also 
been reworded for clarity. This change 
to the definition focuses on the reasons 
why a safety zone would be established. 

One commenter cited, as overboard, 
the recent establishment of a security 
zone at Port Valdez, Alaska. That secu¬ 
rity zone (Federal Register, March 31, 
1977) was described as follows: “The wa¬ 
ters within the following boundaries are 
a security zone: the area within 200 yards 
of any waterfront facility at the Trans- 
Alaska Pipeline Valdez Terminal complex 
or vessels moored or anchored at the 
Trans-Alaska Pipeline Valdez Terminal 
complex and the area within 200 yards of 
any tank vessel maneuvering to ap¬ 
proach, moor, unmoor or depart the 
Trans-Alaska Pipeline Valdez Terminal 
complex." 

Given the critical security and safety 
factors involved in the shipment of 
Trans-Alaska Pipeline oil, this security 
zone 1s narrowly drawn and reasonably 
tailored to the situation at Port Valdez. 

One commenter indicated that at times 
waterways have been closed completely 
to navigation because one small area at 
the side of a river was experiencing some 
difficulty. A related example cited is the 
winter “closing" of parts of the Chesa¬ 
peake Bay. Another commenter pointed 
out the various effects of closing an en¬ 
tire port. These situations do not seem 
to be related to the establishment of 33 
CFR Part 127 security zones (and thus 
to the future establishment of safety 
zone s) but rather to the exercise of 33 
CFR Parts 6 and 160 powers by the Cap¬ 
tain of the Port. The Coast Guard un¬ 
derstands that commerce might be tem¬ 
porarily interrupted as a result of safety 
measures taken by a Coast Guard official. 
The Coast Guard does consider com¬ 
merce but its first consideration must be 
to protect people and the environment. 

A related complaint has been that 
security zones have been enforced un¬ 
reasonably—particularly at night and on 
weekends. The Coast Guard's policy is to 
enforce its regulations so as not to un¬ 
reasonably hinder maritime commerce. 
Any person adversely affected by what he 
considers unnecessarily broad or unrea¬ 
sonably enforced security or safety zones 
should contact the Captain of the Port 
or the District Commander, who has es¬ 
tablished such a zone, to seek relief. 

Another commenter cited the wide im¬ 
pact upon traffic flow patterns of safety 
zones established in the vicinity of off¬ 
shore drill rigs. Those Outer Continental 


Shelf Safety Zones are not the subject 
of this regulatory proposal but instead 
are under 33 CFR Part 147. A broader 
criticism of the proposal was made by 
one commenter, who said it was unneces¬ 
sary since the Coast Guard has satisfac¬ 
tory existing procedures to handle emer¬ 
gencies. There is not adequate existing 
authority at the local level because se¬ 
curity zones may not be established solely 
for environmental protection purposes 
and are not enforceable by civil penal¬ 
ties. Safety zones have neither of these 
defects. 

One commenter requested a specific ci¬ 
tation of statutory authority to ensure 
that the proposed regulations are au¬ 
thorized. This proposal is authorized by 
the following language in Title I of the 
Ports and Waterways Safety Act of 1972 
(Pub. L. 92-340, 33 U.S.C. 1221): 

In order to prevent damage to, or the de¬ 
struction or loss of any vessel, bridge, or 
other structure on or in the navigable waters 
of the United States, or any land structure 
or shore area Immediately adjacent to those 
waters; and to protect the navigable waters 
and the resources therein from environ¬ 
mental harm resulting from vessel or struc¬ 
ture damage, destruction, or loss, the Secre¬ 
tary of the department In which the Coast 
Guard Is operating may— 

• • • • • 

(8) Establish water or waterfront safety 
zones or other measures for limited, con¬ 
trolled. or conditional access and aotlvlty 
when necessary for the protection of any 
vessel, structure, waters, or shore area. • • •" 

One state agency commented that 
safety zone implementation procedures 
will be required to be consistent with a 
State Coastal Zone Management Pro¬ 
gram. When possible Coast Guard offi¬ 
cials will consult about the zones with 
Federal, State, and local government offi¬ 
cials, as well as industry and environ¬ 
mental group representatives. However, 
establishment of safety zones for safety 
and environmental protection does not 
appear to be the type of “program" en¬ 
visioned in the Coastal Zone Manage¬ 
ment Act and should not create a con¬ 
flict with any state's coastal program. 

' There was one inquiry whether these 
regulations are intended to control ac¬ 
cess to safety zones by aircraft. Safety 
zone restrictions do not apply to aircraft 
unless either the aircraft is on the water 
or specific height restrictions are de¬ 
scribed in the safety zone issuance docu¬ 
ment. Control of aircraft movements is 
the general responsibility of the Federal 
Aviation Administration. 

One commenter was concerned that 
any person could request that a safety 
zone be established. A recommendation 
was made that only “affected" persons 
could-make a reouest and that a person 
making a request would have to specify 
his specific interest. This recommenda¬ 
tion is rejected because it is intended 
that the COTP or District Commander 
establish a safety zone on his owm 
initiative or in response to a request 
based on his judgment whether the 
safety zone is needed. *I7ie issue is 
whether a safety zone is needed, not the 
source of a recommendation for a safety 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 42, NO. 241—THURSDAY, DECEMBER 15, 1977 





RULES AND REGULATIONS 


63369 


zone. To clarify how a safety zone is 
established, proposed $ 165.10 is amended 
to indicate that the establishment of a 
safety zone may be based on a request 
or may be undertaken on the initiative 
of the COTP or the District Commander. 

Another commenter pointed out a pos¬ 
sible conflict betweeri the proposed reg¬ 
ulations and statutes (33 U.S.C. 
409-415) concerning the marking and 
removal of wrecks In navigable waters. 
There is no conflict between a safety 
zone and marking or removing a wreck. 
One of the purposes of safety zones is to 
protect private citizens or the Corps of 
Engineers while removing obstructions. 
If a wreck is located in a safety zone, 
a person would simply request permis¬ 
sion from the COTP to enter the zone 
to mark or remove the wreck. 

Three commenters addressed the is¬ 
sue of notice. They were primarily con¬ 
cerned that adequate notice be provided 
to boaters who would be required to com¬ 
ply with safety zone regulations and 
orders. 

The note following ( 165.15 explains 
the numerous means by which notice of 
safety zones is widely disseminated. The 
on-scene verbal notice described in the 
note generally consists of information 
passed from Coast Guard boats which 
usually patrols safety zones and give 
notice to boaters. 

In response to concerns about notice 
relating to the possible imposition 
of penalties, proposed 5 165.20(d) Is 
amended to limit required compliance 
with orders and directions in the safety 
zone to persons with notice of the orders 
and directions. 

Two commenters recommended an 
appeal process relating to safety zones 
and orders or directions issued in con¬ 
nection with them. One commenter sug¬ 
gested that 33 CFR 160.45 be used as 
a model. This suggestion has been 
adopted, and a new § 165.25, Appeals, 
has been added, inclusion of an appeals 
section should alleviate some of the com- 
rnenters* concerns about overbroad use 
of the power to establish safety zones. 

In consideration of the foregoing. 
Subchapter P of Chapter I, Title 33. 
Code of Federal Regulations is amended 
as follows: 

1. By amending § 160.11 by striking the 
word "part” and inserting the word 
"Subchapter” in place thereof. 

2. By adding a new Part 165 to read 
as follows: 

Subpart A —General 

oec, 

165.01 Purpose. 

165.06 Definitions. 

165.10 Delegation. 

165.15 Application procedures. 

155.20 General regulations. 

165 25 Appeals. 


Subpart B —List of Safety Zones [Reserved] 

Authority: 66 Stat. 427 (33 US.C. 1224): 
49 CFR 1.46 (n) (4). 

Subpart A—General 
§ 165.01 Purpose. 

The purpose of this part is to set forth 
the procedures for the establishment of 
safety zones for protection of vessels, 
structures, and water and shore areas, 
to set forth regulations applicable to the 
zones, and to publish specific safety 
zones when they have continuing appli¬ 
cation. 

§ 165.05 Definitions. 

For the purpose of this part: "Safety 
zone" means a designated water area, 
shore and water area, or shore area to 
which, for safety or environmental pur¬ 
poses, access is limited to persons, ve¬ 
hicles. vessels, or objects authorized by 
the Captain of the Port. It may be sta¬ 
tionary and described by fixed limits or 
it may be described as a zone around a 
vessel In motion. 

"Vehicle” means every type of convey¬ 
ance capable of being used as a means of 
transportation on land. 

§ 165.10 Delegation. 

The Commandant delegates to the 
Captain of the Port and the District 
Commander authority to establish safe¬ 
ty zones. The establishment of a safety 
zone may be based on a request under 
the procedures in 5 165.15 or may be 
undertaken on the Initiative of the Cap¬ 
tain of the Port or the District Com¬ 
mander. 

§ 165.15 Application procedures. 

(a) Any person may request that the 
Captain of the Port or the District Com¬ 
mander establish a safety zone. Except as 
provided in paragraph (b) of this sec¬ 
tion, the request must be in writing. Each 
request must include the following: 

(1) The name of the person submit¬ 
ting the request. 

(2 > The location and boundaries of the 
safety zone. 

(3) The date, time, and duration of 
the safety zone. 

(4) Description of activities within the 
safety zone. 

(5) The reason for the request. 

(b) If for good cause the request for 
the safety zone is made less than 5 work¬ 
ing days before the zone is requested to be 
established, the request may be made 
orally, but it must be followed by a writ¬ 
ten request within 24 hours after the 
oral request. 

Note. —The procedures used by the Captain 
of the Port to notify persons of the establish¬ 
ment of a safety zone vary depending on 
circumstances and emergency conditions. 


Notification of the estabUshment of a 
safety zone may be by marine broadcasts, lo¬ 
cal notice to mariners, local news media, dis¬ 
tribution In leaflet form, on-scene oral notice 
or publication in the Fkoeral Register. Noti¬ 
fication normally contains the physical 
boundaries of the zone, the reasons for the 
safety zone, estimated duration of the zone, 
and the method of obtaining authorization 
to enter the safety zone. 

Notification of the termination of a safety 
zone is usually made in the same form as the 
notification of the establishment of a zone. 

§ 165.20 General regulations. 

Unless otherwise provided in this part, 

(a) No person may enter a safety zone 
unless authorized by the Captain of the 
Port or the District Commander. 

(b) No person may bring or cause to be 
brought into a safety zone any vehicle, 
vessel, or object unless authorized by the 
Captain of the Port or the District Com¬ 
mander; 

(c) No person may remain in a safety 
zone or allow any vehicle, vessel, or object 
to remain in a safety zone unless author¬ 
ized by the Captain of the Port or the 
District Commander; and 

(d) Each person in a safety zone who 
has notice of a lawful order or direction 
shall obey the order or direction of the 
Captain of the Port. District Commander, 
or his authorized representative issued to 
carry out the purposes of this part. 

§ 165.25 Appeal*. 

(a) Any person directly affected by the 
establishment of a safety zone or an or¬ 
der or direction issued under this part 
may request reconsideration of the estab¬ 
lishment. order, or direction by the offi¬ 
cial who established the safety zone or 
issued the order or direction and may ap¬ 
peal through the Captain of the Port to 
the District Commander and then to the 
Commandant, whose decision shall be 
final. 

(b) Requests for reconsideration and 
appeals may be written or oral, but if oral 
must be followed by no less than a writ¬ 
ten outline of the key points made. Hie 
Coast Guard official to whom the request 
or appeal is made will provide a written 
decision if requested. 

(c) While any request or appeal is 
pending, the safety zone, order, or direc¬ 
tion remains in effect. 

Subpart B— List of Safety Zones [Reserved] 

(Sec. 101, 104. 86 8tat. 427 (33 U.S.C. 1221, 
1224); 49 CFR 1.46(n) (4).) 

Not*.— The Coast Guard has determined 
that this document does not contain a major 
proposal requiring preparation of an Eco¬ 
nomic Impact Statement under Executive Or¬ 
der 11821, as Amended, and OMB Circular 
A-107. 

Dated: December 7,1977. 

O. W. Siler. 

Admiral . U.S. Coast Guard . 

Commandant. 

(FR Doc.77-36759 Filed 12-14-77;8:45 am) 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOl. 42, NO. 241 —THURSDAY, DECEMBER 15, 1977 





















THURSDAY, DECEMBER 15, 1977 

PART V 



OFFICE OF 
MANAGEMENT 
AND BUDGET 



BUDGET RESCISSIONS 
AND DEFERRALS 
CUMULATIVE REPORT, 
DECEMBER 1977 


































63372 


NOTICES 


[3110-01] 

OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND 
BUDGET 

CUMULATIVE REPORT ON RESCISSIONS 
AND DEFERRALS 

December 1977. 

This report is submitted in fulfillment 
or the requirement of Section 1014(e) of 
the Impoundment Control Act of 1974 
(Pub. L. 93-344). Section 1014(e) pro¬ 
vides for a monthly report listing all 
budget authority for this fiscal year with 
respect to which, as of the first day of 
the month, a special message has been 
transmitted to the Congress. 

This month’s report gives the status as 
of December 1. 1977, of four rescissions 
contained in the fourteenth, fifteenth, 
and seventeenth special messages of FY 


M. 




1977 and one rescission and 46 deferrals 
contained in the first three special mes¬ 
sages for fiscal year 1978. These mes¬ 
sages were transmitted to the Congress 
on July 19 (both the fourteenth and 
fifteenth messages), July 26, September 
23, October 3, and November 10. 1977. 

Rescissions (Attachment A) 

Attachment A lists four rescission pro¬ 
posals totalling $643.4 million made in 
FY 1977 but carried into FY 1978 and a 
single rescission proposal for $2.7 mil¬ 
lion made this fiscal year. The history 
and status of each rescission proposal are 
shown on the attachment. 

Deferrals (Attachment B) 

As of December 1, 1977, $2,357.7 mil¬ 
lion in budget authority was being de¬ 
ferred from oblization and another $0.4 
million in 1978 obligations was being 


deferred from expenditure. Attachment 
B shows the history and status of each 
deferral proposed during fiscal year 1978. 

Information From Special Messages 

The special messages containing in¬ 
formation on each of the rescissions cov¬ 
ered by the cumulative report are con¬ 
tained in the Federal Registers of: 

Friday, July 22, 1977, (Vol. 42, No. 141, Part 
V) (both the fourteenth and fifteenth 1977 
special messages). 

Friday. July 29, 1977, (Vol. 42. No. 146, Part 
VU3) (seventeenth 1977 special message). 
Thursday. September 29, 1977, (Vol. 42, No. 
189. Part EX). 

Friday, October 7, 1977, (Vol. 42, No. 105, 
Part IV). 

Thursday, November 15. 1977, (Vol. 42, No. 
220, Part IV). 

James T. McIntyre, Jr., 
Acting Director . 
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STATUS Or MCSCISSIOttb 
PldCAL YEAR l*?6 

I Amount k in thousand* o! dollars* 




AS 

of Occcober 

1. 197 7 






Amount Proposed 







Previously 

Considered 

Currently 

oate 5pecisi 
Message 




Aqcncjr/aureou/Account 

Rescission 

by the 

Before the 

riansolttoo 

Amount 

Amount M»ae 

Oate Made 

Humber 

Congress 

Congress 

to Congress 

Hcftctnoed 

Available 

Avariable 

*sm{s L * LBlfi “ * 

Aircraft procurement. 





Air Force. 

Missile procurement. 

«7Ws 

462.Odd 

V 

Mi-W-fi 

y 

462.000 

M-QSmM 

Air Forco. 

Missile procurement. 

®77-ig 

1,400 

V 

07-10-7» 

y 

1,400 

10-05-71 


R77-2u 

lOh.OUU 


07-26-71 


LOS.Odd 

Uf 14-77 

department of Justice 

Law enforcement 








Assistance Adnurtin- 
tratiom 








Salaries and 








expensos. 

R7„-l y 


2.6t>« 

00-21-77 




General Services Admlnis- 






- 


Fcocral Bulloings Funo. 

B77-J7 

75.000 


07-10-1 * 

75,000 1 / 



TOTAL*. 


64J.4U0 \f 

2.46u 


7> r oufl 

5*6.400 



J/~6n DecooKr"r;'I$77;*pcopOMl* to coccind tnc«* tuna* were incuaou in tnc Senate posie-j viuuoo it . 1.1 *r. 

the Supplemental Appropriations Act. 1»7:». 

V Tfils rescission proposal is related to a request tor transfer (contained in H.P. VJ’S, tne 3upolemot\« -1 Aprxv- 
priations Act. 1*7*1 of the sase fonas within tie Department oC Justice. An opinion issued by tbe Cooptroliri 
General on octooer 2u, 1077 holas that this proposal snould hav^. been classified as » oeC*rcsl. rh»s o/;*r t - 
holding is being maintained pending final Congrc i.uonel action on tne supplouenr.:; oil! 

i/ P*L. J5*lti6. 

4/ This aoount was proposed for rtsciision in F» lr’». 





JTATV5 mjrcitUAC.c ^TTAi.hwiht s 

VMfi 1*1* 


(Mounts in thousands of dollar i» * 


Aiency/Sur eau/Account 

Oefeiral 
•lumber 

Amount 1 
in Soec 
irTqTri^t - 
Rea lie it 

Tt animated 
lal Meassic 

hubsmiueni 

Change 

oats Soetial 
Message 
Transmitted 

Cumul mve 

nuu v.(-- • 
Release* 

Conn e» - 
siinalU 
heduired 
Releases 

Ctmal St • •'<* 
Adjust rent t 

Aanunt 

he«-t r-a 
ss Of 

12-01-17 


AGENCY 1 FU1I05 APPROPRIATED 

TO THE PRESIoriT 








Emergency icf nec and 










migration assistance 











07B-41 

2.000 


LI-10-77 




i,m 


TOTAL) 


2.000 






2.00*1 




ACEMCYi DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 








Foteign Agricultural Service 

Salat let and expenses 

(aoecial foreign 
currency program)... r»7J-| 

*«« 

10-01-77 


Odd 




Agricultural Stabilisation 

and Conservation Service 

Commodity credit 
corporation. 073-2 

2.071 

10—91—7 7 


2,|U 




Forest Service 

Permanent aboropr rations. 

Sxoensos. brush 

11 11 > 







Permanent aooroor1st ions. 

Licensee otoqtams.070-4 

141 

>** 1 T 

10 - 01-77 


11.11f 

141 




TOTAL 1 

15.317 



n.)U 
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NOTICES 


H 


3TAT0«; OF 0EFERRAL9 
FISCAL YEAP 1978 


(amounts in thousands of dollars) 


Deferial 

Agency/Bureao/Account Number 

AaCMCfi DEPARTMENT OP COHKERCB 


Amount Transmitted 
in Special Mes sage 

Oiiginal Subseawent 

Request Change 


Dale Soecial Cumulative 
Message OMVAgeocy 
Transmuted Releases 


Conor es- Amount 

sionally Deferred 

Required Cuaulativs as of 
Releases Adjustme nts 12-01-77 


Econoaic^Peyelopaen^ 

Adeiniarration 

“Local publicworks. 


Financial and 
technical 
assistance... 


national Oceanic and 

Ataosphe#lc 

yi-.tni at rat ion 
Operations, research, 
and facilities. 

Proaots and develop 
fishery products 
and research 
pertaining to 
Aasrioan fisherlea... 


Fiaheriaa loan fund... 

Fishermen's guaranty 
fund.... 

TOTALi 


078-5 

4,000 

10-03-77 

4,000 

078-6 

3,900 

10-03-77 

3.900 

078-7 

3,750 

10-03-77 

3,750 

078-8 

5,429 

10-03-77 

5,429 

078-9 

8,177 

10-03-77 

6,177 

078-10 

716 

10-03-77 

716 


23,972 


23,972 


STATUS OF DEPER9ALA 
FISCAL TSAR 1978 


Deferral 

Agency/aur eau/Account Humber 

A3CNCYt DEPARTMENT OF OEFERSE-NILITAAY 

Shipbuilding and 
conversion, Mavy. 078-44 

Military construction, 
all services. 078-11 

TOTALi 


(Amount3 in thousands of dollars) 

Amount Transmitted 
in Soecial messag e 

Or iqInal SuBseauent 

Request Change 


•71.125 11-10-77 


438.439 10-03-77 

1,309,564 


Amount 

Deferred 

Cumulative as of 
Adjustments 12-01-77 


871,125 


•8,440 431,999 

'•.440 1,303.124 


Date Sneclal Cumulative sionallv 
Message OmB/Aqancy Required 
Tranaeitted Releases Releases 


AGCMCYl DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE-CIVIL 


Riscelleneoua accounts, 
Wildlife conservat ion, 
etc. military 
reservations. 

078-12 

458 



458 




total* 


4SB 



458 

A3P1CYI OEPARTAENT OF ENERGY 1/ 





Energy (Plenum Fill 
experiment). 

078-31 

D79-31A 

1,500 

♦800 2/ 

10- 03-77 ** 

11- 10-77 

2,300 

Energy (Clean holler 
fuel from coal 
or ojact)... 

073-32 

D78-32A 

46 ,660 






V 

11-10-77 

46,660 

Energy (Molten salt 
breedei reactor 
o»oject)... 

078-36 

073-36A 

1,300 






V 

11-10-77 

1.300 
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63375 





STATUS OF OC'ERRALS 
r ISCAL YEAR 1978 


(amounts in thousands of dollar*) 


Amount Tr ansmltied 
in Special Message 
Deferral OriqinalSubsequent 
Ageocy/Bur eau/Account Mumher Request Chanoe 

AGENCYl DEPARTMCNT OF CLERGY 1/ - Continued 

Energy (10 MN Central 
receiver solar 

theraal oouer olant)... 074-45 31,000 


Conn es- 

Oate Soecial Cuaulalive sionallv 

hessaue OMS/Agencv Required Cumulative 
Transmitted Releases Releases Adjustments 


11-10-77 


TOTAL! 


00.860 800 


7 See alio energy Research and Development Admlntllration. 

[/ The supplementary report chanood the deferral from the Energy Research and Oeveloomcnt Administration 
to the Oepartnoftt of,Energy. 


1-1 


Amount 
Oefer red 
as of 

12-01-77 


31,000 

81.460 


AGCUCYl DEPARTMENT Of HEALTH, EDUCATION, AMO WFLFAME 


Office of Education 
Higher education. 

. 078-13 

3,740 

Adainistration 

Limitation on 

construction....... 

070-14 

13.965 

17.605 

TOTAL r 



10-01-77 1,740 

10-01-77 13,005 

17.605 


AGENCY! DEPARTMENT OP THE INTERIOR 


Bureau of Land 

Management 

Oregon and 

California grant lands. 079-15 


S 


reau of Outdoor 

Land and uatar 
conservation fund.. 


078-16 


31.200 


30.000 


10-01-77 


10-03-77 


31.200 


30.000 


■ -5 




Agoncy/flureau/Account 


)eferr al 
Uuobei 


STATUS OP DEFERRALS 
FISCAL YEAR 1970 


(amounts in thousands of dollars) 


Anount Tranoaitted 



Request Change 


Conoree- Anount 

Oete Socclal Cumulative monallv oefened 

Message Ohh/Auencv Required Cuaulalive as of 
Transmitted Release* Releases Ad justne nta 12 -01-77 


AGENCY: DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR - Continued 


Geological Survey 

Payment from proceed!, 
sale of water. 

079-17 

14 

10-0J-77 


• 


>4 

Bureau of Mince 

Miscellaneous 

approor1st ions 

Drainage of 
anthracite Bine*. 

073-19 

3,500 

10-03-77 




3.500 

Office of Territorial 

fairs 

Truat territory of the 
Pacific Islands. 

978-19 

12.000 

10-01-77 




12.000 

TOTALi 


76.7)4 





76,734 


A3E4CY: DEPARTMENT 3f JUSTICE 

I*4*4®4 T £*JL*£? *X*i£S. 

Suildinqs and 


facilities.. 079-20 42,245 10-03-77 42,245 

TOmi 42.245 42.245 


AGENCY! DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION * 

Coast Guard 
tequisil Ion, 
construction, and 

moi oveftonts. 070-21 11,031 10-01-77 -13,031 1/ 




_ 
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NOTICES 


STATUS OF 0*»8R!IAL9 
FISCAL YEAR 1976 


lanounti in thousands of dollar*} 


Aeount Trancaitted 
i n floeclal Meseege 
Deferral DrTqTnelSubsequent 
Agancy/Bu reau/ Account Womt^t Request Change 

AGENCYt DEPARTMENT OP TRA'-ISPORTAT X0*1 - Continued 


Conor es¬ 
tate Soecial Cumulative •tonally 
Message OMS/Aoency Reauired 
Trinsalttcd Relewccg Releases 


Anount 

deferred 

Cumulative as of 
Adluataents 12-01-77 


federal Aviation 

Administration - 

Construct ion. 

Netropol itsn 

Washington Aiioorts.. 

076-22 

1.010 

10-03-77 

1.010 

Civil Supersonic 
aircraft develoooent 
termination. 

071-23 

134 

10-03-77 

134 

Facilities and 
equipment (Airport 
and airway trust fund. 

076-24 

320,650 

10-03-77 

320,650 

federal Highway 

Adatnistration 

Trust fund share of 

other hiqhway 

or ogr rat. 

079-25 


•10-93-77 



74,660 

74,980 

TOTAL! 


409,705 

-13.031 

195,674 


i/ j^ooundnent resolution. S. Res. 282, passed tne Senate on November l, 1977. 
Tne funds, however, were node available for obligation on October 31, 1977. 


ielection this deferral. 


A3CNCT. DEPARTMENT OP THE TREASURY 


Office of the Secretary 

Ant itccession financial 

assistance fund. 

D76-26 

0 , A-26A 

8,164 

+2,42$ 

10- 03-77 

11- 10-77 

State and local 
governj«ent fincal 
assistance fund........ 

O’1-27 

0 ’ 4—2 7A 



10- 03-77 

11- 10-77 



♦23,905 


B- 7 


STATU9 OF MEP5RRUS 
FISCAL teAR 1978 


(mounts in thousands of dollars} 


Aqency/Rur eau/Account 


Deferr al 
Huaber 


Amount Transmitted 
in Special M es sage 

OriginalSubsequent 

Request Change 


Conors*- Amount 

Dato Soeciel Cumulative sionally Deferred 

Messeae OnS/Agencv Reauired Cuoulatlve aa of 

Tt ansajtted __Be leases Releases Adjuatments 12-01-77 


AGENCYi DEPARTMENT OP THE TREASURY - Continued 


State and local 
government fiscal 
assistance fund.. 

076-28 

391 1/ 


-40 1/ 

Bureau of tne Hint 
construction of alnt 
facilities.... 

. 078-29 

5,730 

10-03—77 

TOTAL! BA 

O 

1/ Outlays only 

59,910 26,330 

391 

10-03-77 

-40 


351 1/ 

5,730 

06.240 

351 


AuBNCYi ENERGY RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT ADMINISTRATI00 1/ 
Operating expenses 


(Gas cooled reactors). 

.. 079-30 

15.000 

10-03-77 

-15,000 y 

Plant and capital 
equipment (Fusion 
rasteriai test 
facility). 

. 076-33 

7,500 

10-03-77 

-7,500 3/ 

Plant and caoital 
equipment (intense 
neutron source 
facility). 

D76-34 

11,300 

10-03-77 

-11,300 4/ 
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NOTICES 

I- 0 

status or deferral- 

PISCAL YEAR 1979 

(anounte in thousands of doll si si 

Amount Transmitted Conor ss- Mount 

tn Spr cial Message Dote Doeclel Cumulative sionally Deferred 

m norensl Or iginalSubseouenl Message DN3/Aoencv Required Cumulative as of 

Aj snc ^ Auieau/Accojnt Number Request _Chanqe Transmitted releases Roieaaes Adjustments 12-01-77 

AQBtlCVi SNRRGY RESEARCH AMD DEVELOPMENT ADMIMISTRATIOM - Continued 

Plant and capital 
equipment (IntorsectInq 
stoiago rinq 

accelerator)....,..... 073-35 5.000 10-01-77 -5.000 5/ o 

TOTAL* . 38.800 -38,800 0 

1/ See also Oepartnent of Energy. 

2/ Impoundment resolution H. Rea. 851 oaased the Mouse on November 2. 1*77, rejectinq this deferral. 

1/ lapoundment resolution H. Res. 852 massed the House on November 2. 1*77, rejecting this deftrral. 

4/ Impoundment lesolution H. Res. 853 passed the House on November 2, 1977, rejectinq this deferrel. 

5/ Impoundment resolution H. Res. 854 passed the House on November 2, 1977, rejectinq this deferral. 

AGBMCYl GENERAL SERVICES AbHIJjt STRATUM 
Rare silver dollar 

oroqr am... 078-37 1,710 lo-oi-Yt | 7 j 0 

federal Pieoerednees 

Ajencv 

“State and local 

preparedness.. 070-38 80 10-01-77 so 

TOTAL* 1,790 , <7M 

AGBMCYl OTHER INDEPENDENT ASEMCISS 
foreign Claims 

§giUtg«nL 

Comoission 

Payment of Vietnam 
p»itoner of var 

cl «‘«. 070-3* 10.718 10-03-77 l0#7 j 8 


63377 




STATUS OP DEFERRALS 
PISCAL YEAR 1473 


(amounts in thousands of dollars) 


Deferr al 
Number 


Amount Transmitted 
»n Special Message 

DrTqinal Subsequent 

Request Change 


Conaies- 

Dete Sneeiel Cumulative tonally 

Message DMA/Aaencv Required Cumulative 
Transmitted Releases Releases Adjustmen ts 


AGENCYt OTHER INDEPENDENT AGEMCIES - Continued 


Intelstste 
C ommerce Commission 
Payment of directed 
rail service. 


13,700 


Mat lo ne 1 Scienc e 

Research, and 
related activities.. 

United States 
I nformal ion Agency 
"TsTar tea and exoenses 
(ipecisl foreign 
currency proqran).. 


11-10-77 


D78-41 


1.153 


B8R.I. 


Payment for purchase of 
Conrall securities.. 070-42 200.000 


POTAL* ALL DEfCHfiALS MA 
0 


2.183.045 

391 


27.130 


-19,471 -38,800 

-40 


Amount 
Defer red 
as of 
11-01-77 


13.700 


4.500 


1.151 


260,000 

290.0*1 


.357,705 

151 


I TO Doc.77-35839 Piled 12-13-77:10:56 am) 
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For an advance "look” at the 
FEDERAL REGISTER, try our 
new information service. A 
recording will give you selections 
from our highlights listing of 
documents to be published in the 
next day's issue of the FEDERAL 
REGISTER. 

AREA CODE 202 
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